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EDITORIALS 


Meeting Of The Southern 
Presbyterian Journal 
Supporters At 
Montreat 


On August 9th. and 10th. a large group of 
the Supporters of The Southern Presbyterian 
Journal met in Montreat for a season of prayer 
and round table discussions about various prob- 
lems before our Church today. We had a wonder- 
ful fellowship together and all of us felt greatly 
helped and encouraged by this gathering. Every 
session of our meetings was opened with a season 
of prayer of from ten to fifteen minutes. Mr. 
C. C. Dickinson, Chairman of the Board of Di- 
rectors of The Southern Presbyterian Journal 
Company presided over all the meetings. Special 
addresses were brought to our group by Rev. J. M. 
Wells, D. D., Rev. William Crowe, D. D.. and 
Rev. William C. Robinson, D.D. Practically every 
one present took part in the several discussion 
periods and many of those present brought helpful 
suggestions along the lines of Bible study, wor- 
ship, prayer and soul winning. 


A committee was appointed to present our 
findings during this meeting. These findings were 
then gone over carefully by the whole gathering, 
discussed thoroughly, amended and were then 
unanimously adopted. 


In presenting our findings the Southern Pres- 
byterian Journal does not assume that these po- 
sitions are peculiar to our supporters. We believe 
that they are the historic positions of our Church, 
and that they are still held, unconsciously or 
subconsciously, by the great majority of our peo- 
ple and are frequently expressed by those who do 
not regard themselves as members of our Journal 
family. For example, at least two such ministers 
expressed the same caution against the rising 
emphasis upon ritual at Montreat this summer 
which we have expressed in our findings. Our 
Presbyterian Committee of Publication and Re- 
ligious Education has indicated that they are de- 
veloping plans for making our literature more 
Biblical, and that they have a committee study- 
ing ways to use the catechisms more effectively. 
There is good reason for confidence that the new 
President of the Assembly’s Training School will 
so direct the teaching of worship in that insti- 
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tution that the principles enunciated in our cate. 
chetical expositions of the first commandments 
will be carried out. Many of those who favor the 
Federal Council admit that they oppose some of 
the things which the Council is doing and has 
done. Indeed even the Council’s own pamphlet 
on “Forces disrupting the Churches” now affirms 
that the Council is not pacifistic, thus implicitly 
condemning the pacifistic stand which it has taken 
for most of its history. 

On the other hand we recognize that our find- 
ings as a whole are the declarations of those who 
were present. Thereby we have lifted a standard 
for the truth of God in our Church. We invite 
all those who find themselves in substantial accord 
with us to rally to the standard. If you are in 
agreement with us on these matters we will 
appreciate hearing from you to that effect. 


FINDINGS 


We, a large group of the supporters of The 
Southern Presbyterian Journal, who are pro 
foundly interested in our Church, after two days 
of prayer and deliberation at Montreat, (August 
9-10), find ourselves deeply concerned over the 
apparently increasing unbelief in our beloved 
Church. We are deeply conscious of the need for 
intercession for the preaching and the teaching 
of the Word in our pulpits and Bible schools that 
souls may be saved; and we would recall our 
homes to their God-appointed functions of wor 
ship, instruction and authority. We recognize that 
our Lord Jesus Christ, the Head of the Church, is 
still upon the Throne. Without Him we can do 
nothing, but through Him we are sufficient unto 
all things. We, therefore, call upon ourselves and 
our brethren to give ourselves with renewed zeal 
and faith to prayer and to the ministry of the 
Word. To this end we offer the following specific 
findings: 


First, we bind ourselves into a covenant of 
prayer to pray for a revival that shall begin with 
us and reach out through our Church to the utter 
most parts of the earth. We covenant to pray 
for God’s increasing use and ever more complete 
guidance of the Southern Presbyterian Jo 
in its ministry. We covenant to pray for ou 
Theological Seminaries, colleges and schools, and 
for our Bible schools and those charged with the 
preparation of our literature and with the teach- 
ing of our youth. 


Secondly, we call upon ourselves and our pee 
ple to magnify the Bible as the Word of the living 
God to us. By a more faithful reading and study- 
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ing of the Word we may feed our souls upon the 
faithfulness of the covenant-keeping Lord and be 
upheld in the day of trouble. Only insofar as we 
are able to wield the Sword of the Spirit which is 
the Word of God can we hope to wage and win 
the battle for the faith once delivered to the 
saints. Moreover, the basic tenets of our Re- 
formed position are set forth clearly and 
systematically in our Confession and catechisms. 
We, therefore, call upon ourselves and our brother 
ministers to instruct our people from Sunday to 
Sunday in progressive consistent preaching of the 
Word as interpreted in order by one of our cate- 
chisms or by our confession. 


Thirdly, we reaffirm our Church’s historic po- 
sition as enunciated by Dr. R. O. Webb and a host 
of others that the Christian cause is the evan- 
gelization of the world, the preaching of our Lord 
Jesus Christ in His first and in His_ second 
comings, as our Prophet, our Priest and our King. 
Our Lord Jesus Christ has established His church 
in the world for the gathering and the perfecting 
of the saints. The Word of God speaks to all of 
life, social as well as individual. To that end the 
Ten Commandments are an integral part of our 
eatechisms and the Church is to interpret, pro- 
claim and enforce the law of Christ contained in 
the Scriptures. 


The recognition of the crown rights of Christ 
requires the Church to devote herself exclusively 
to those tasks which her Head and King has pre- 
scribed for her in His Word rather than to com- 
mit His body to panaceas and programs enunciat- 
ed by fallible and changeable human opinion. 


Accordingly, we disapprove of the Federal 
Council’s official acts and lobbyings which, through 
the middle of August, 1940, opposed adequate 
American armament, so that it bears a partial 
responsibility for leaving thousands of American 
—. be sacrificed for lack of support on 
ataan. 


We disapprove condemnation of capitalism and 
of the profit motive in industry, believing that 
these are positions on which Christians have, 
on Scriptural grounds, a right to differ. Similarly, 
we recognize the right of Christians to differ on 
political platforms and candidates without being 
embarrassed by having one side of the political 
issues pressed upon them in church conferences 
or from the pulpit. 


Fourthly, we disapprove of the plan of Re- 
union with the Presbyterian Church, U.S.A., which 
does not preserve the safeguards unanimously 
adopted by the Chattanooga (1940) Assembly. On 
the other hand we find in ourselves a willingness 
to unite with the members of the reformed family 
who have clearly maintained the essentials of the 
Christian Faith, as soon as they express a willing- 
hess to unite with us. These bodies are: The 
Associate Reformed Presbyterian Church, the 
United Presbyterian Church, the Christian Re- 
formed Church, and the (Dutch) Reformed 
Church, in America. 
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*John A. Hutchinson in We Are Not Divided 
shows that the Federal Council by. official pro- 
houncements and unofficial support has been 
pacifistic during its entire history, except those 
times when the United States was actually at war. 


Fifthly, we pray God that our sessions may be 
led to exercise the authority vested in them to 
contro] the worship and _ instruction in our 
Churches. We pray that they may recall our Sun- 
day Schools to their original function of Biblical. 
and Catechetical instruction; and that they re- 
call our people to family attendance upon the 
preaching of the Word to the congregation 
gathered in the Sanctuary of the Lord. Here in 
the worshipping congregation is the primary place 
for our children to learn the Word of God and 
the proper worship it reveals, and the primary 
teacher is the God-ordained Pastor. 


We pray that our sessions may direct the 
worship of our people to the Triune God revealed 
in our Lord Jesus Christ, the God-given center for 
Christian worship, rather than to man-made wor- 
ship centers, lest in bowing down to pictures or 
other likenesses, we violate the Second Command- 
ment. Those who accept the Lord Jesus Christ as 
the High Priest, who ministers at the New Testa- 
ment altar on High, in the heavenly Tabernacle 
which God pitched, not man, have no place in the 
Presbyterian. Church for an earthly altar, a medi- 
ating priest, or any expiatory sacrifice other than 
the one He offered. , 


We sound a word of caution against the rapidly 
increasing rise of ritual in our church, lest atten- 
tion be focussed upon the ritual itself rather than 
upon the Lamb in the midst of the Throne, and 
lest therein we forget the proclamation of the 
saving message of God to the world, lest ritual 
supplant evangelism. 


Finally, we plead with our Theological Semi- 
naries which have been such a mighty power for 
Christ in the life of the Church, that nothing false 
to Him, to His Word, or to His cause be per- 
mitted in their teaching. Our seminaries are 
pledged to teach the doctrine of the Word of 
God as it is presented in the Westminster Stand- 
ards. In the consideration of various problems 
and critical questions, we urge them to realize 
their responsibility for the positive vindication of 
the doctrines of our Church, the redemption which 
is in Christ Jesus. We ask them to train their 
students in the actual work of soul winning. 


-s 
— 


“October Ist 1944” 


Some dates have been singled out as of great 
importance for one reason or another. The above 
date has been set by the Permanent Committee 
on Cooperation and Union as the dead-line for 
suggestions relative to the Plan of Union from 
ministers and members to be sent to the Stated 
Clerk of the General Assembly. See minutes of 
the eighty-fourth (1944) General Assembly of 
the Presbyterian Church in the U. S. page 144 
paragraph five. On this same page of the minutes 
we read, “First, a special sub-committee, appoint- 
ed to study and analyze the Proposed Plan of Re- 
union, was not able to agree on recommendations 
to this Permanent Committee; but papers, care- 
fully prepared by the individual members of the 
said sub-commitee, have been placed in the hands 
of the drafting committee for consideration with 
a view to a revision of the Proposed Plan.” 





We wonder why Dr. Ogden as Chairman of the 
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Committee is not willing for the Church to have 
the benefit of the studies and analyses of the 
members of this sub-committee. He asked the 
Assembly to send down the plan together with 
the comments of the Southern Members of the 
drafting committee. Major W. Calvin Wells, a 
member of the said sub-committee had made a 
careful study and analysis of the plan and had 
sent it to the Permanent Committee, being unable 
to attend in person because of illness. For this 
reason he could not appear before the committee 
and officially submit this as a minority report. 
Two other members of the committee, Rev. Mel- 
ton Clark, D.D., of the Synod of Alabama and 
Rev. Robert King, D.D., of the Synod of Alabama 
sent in the results of their study which showed 
their disapproval of the Plan. Asheville Presby- 
tery overtured the General Assembly as follows; 
“That inasmuch as the proposed plan of Re-union, 
together with the comments of the Drafting Com- 
mittee, are being sent down to Ministers and 
Clerks of Sessions; that in order that both points 
of view, represented in the Committee on Co- 
operation and Union, might be before the Church; 
that the Analysis and Comments of Major W. Cal- 
vin Wells, a member of that Committee, alse be 
sent down to Ministers and Clerks of Sessions, 
for study along with the Plan.” Dr. Ogden ap- 
peared before the Foreign Relations Committee 
of the Assembly to which this overture was re- 
ferred to urge that Major Wells’ Analysis be not 
sent down. He also came before the Assembly 
to urge the defeat of the Minority report of the 
Foreign Relations Committee and to urge the 
Assembly not to send Major Wells’ Analysis and 
comments down. Dr. Ogden has recently written 
several articles for publication in the two weekly 
papers of our Church. In both the articles he is 
arguing for the plan. The Comments of the draft- 
ing committee represent the pro-union group of 
the Permanent Committee and are published at the 
expense of our General Assembly but Dr. Ogden 
is not willing for those on his committee opposed 
to the plan to have their views brought before the 
Church at the expense of our General Assembly. 
It is alright in Dr. Ogden’s eyes to use the As- 
sembly’s money to send down pro-union argu- 
ments along with the plan but it is not right in 
his eyes to thus send down the comments of those 
on the Assembly’s Committee who are opposed to 
the Plan. —H.B.D. 





Church Union Or 
Christian Unity 


It is so true as to be beyond question, that any 
union of churches that is desirable or real or last- 
ing must carry with it the consent of the entire 
membership of the bodies uniting. Un any other 
condition church union is a contradiction in terms 
and destructive of the unity of believers. 


It is a fact of history, that Church union in its 
true sense cannot be secured by pressure from 
without or by agitation within. The long record 
of organized and embittered minorities that are 
left behind is eloquent testimony to the certainty 
that forced unions do not reduce the number of 
denominations, nor produce the unity that is born 
of the spirit. To be effective, the union of churches 
must be a union of hearts and minds. This will 
come when the members of the contracting 





churches want it and make known that this js 
their desire. 


Some sensitive souls deplore the division of the 
Christian Church into denominations. Yet, the 
indisputable fact is that millions of earnest Chris. 
tians who support the Church and do the Church's 
work are not concerned in the least about these 
divisions. They have in their hearts a sense of 
unity with one another that all the forced and 
formal unions in the world cannot produce. 


Those who in their eagerness for bigness and 
uniformity, would force union in advance of the 
wishes of the members, whose church it is, for 
no other reason than that they have conceived 
it to be desirable, must take the responsibility 
for bringing division into the Southern Presby- 
terian Church which is now united in purpose, 
harmonious in spirit, and successful in its service. 
It has no problems that union with any church 
would solve, and there is no union with any 
church that would increase the Southern Pres- 
byterian Church’s efficiency or hasten its progress, 


Church leaders might learn from the strategy 
of the present global war. Through a common 
loyalty and a common purpose there has been 
achieved complete cooperation of the _ military 
forces,—land, sea, air,—of the Allied Nations in 
their battle against the common enemy of all. 
In like spirit, and in like manner, the Christian 
denominations in the United States in loyalty to 
Christ and in cooperation with one another can 
move just as effectively against the forces of 
evil. This is as Christ intended it to be. ‘There 
are diversities of gifts but the same spirit.... 
There are diversities of operation but it is the 
same God.” 


The Southern Presbyterian Journal believes 
that the Kingdom of Christ in the Southern States 
will be served more effectively if the Southern 
Presbyterian Church is allowed to continue its life 
and work in friendly relation with other Christian 
churches which also have their traditions, their 
customs, and their strong convictions. There is 
no over-lapping of effort, and no waste of mission- 
ary resources in competition with any church that 
cannot be remedied by the observance of the 
recognized principles of Christian cooperation to 
which the Protestant Churches in this country are 
committed. 


Furthermore, there is no evidence of any de- 
sire in the rank and file of our membership for 
union with any church, or for the abandonment 
of our denominational testimony to the primary 
authority of the Scriptures and to the Church's 
spiritual mission in an age of confusion and doubt. 
We believe that the Cause of Christ will be best 
advanced by the Southern Presbyterian Church 
continuing the testimony which Christ the Head 
of the Church has owned and blessed through the 
years, and if faithfully given He will continue 
to bless in the days and years ahead. 


The Southern Presbyterian Journal is making 
this statement of conviction in answer to the im- 
plied charge of some ardent union advocates that 
the defenders of our denominational integrity are 
opposing Christ’s prayer for unity and obstructing 
Christian progress. Defense of truth and right 1 
never divisive. It is determined aggression tha 
separates and divides! —H.B.D. 
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“Keeping The Unity While 
Discussing Union” 


In another column the Journal is carrying, 
under the. above caption, an article by the Rev. 
Charles L. King, D.D., Moderator of the 1944 
Assembly. The Journal recognizes that the As- 
sembly of 1944 honored itself in electing Dr. King 
as its Moderator. We delight to honor the man 
that the Assembly has honored. The Southern 
Presbyterian Church, however, does not follow the 
Anglican or the Congregational Churches in re- 
garding the office of moderator as conferring a 
higher consecration or an Episcopal authority 
upon the brother so honored. The Presbyterian 
moderator is a presbyter who presides over the 
meetings of a court. When the court is adjourned 
his authority ceases except for the one function 
of opening the next court. We are confident that 
Dr. King, the Moderator of the 1944 Assembly has 
no desire to direct Dr. William Crowe, the Mod- 
erator of the 1932 Assembly, or other teaching 
or ruling elders of our Church, as to how the 
latter should write their articles on church union. 


We are quite sure that in his article Dr. King 
has sought to be entirely unbiased and has striven 
to speak as a presiding officer rather than as a 
partisan debater. If Dr. King favors organic union 
with the Presbyterian Church, U.S.A., we are sure 
that he has sought to keep this out of his article. 
We are not quite sure, however, that he has suc- 
ceeded in this effort. In the third paragraph of his 
article he states: “It has been agreed that no vote 
would be taken until after the war.” Apparently 
Dr. King has confused the action of the 1943 As- 
sembly with the desires of the drafting committee. 
It is the drafting committee, not the Assembly, 
that has agreed not to take a vote until after 
the war, and the drafting committee is a distinc- 
tively partisan group committed to the organic 
union with the U.S.A. Church. —H.B.D. 


-— 
— 





Postmortems 


The regular staff meetings of any accredited 
hospital are an interesting experience. At each 
such meeting the records of all patients who have 
died in the hospital during the previous month 
are examined by a committee of the staff and 
then these cases are discussed in detail. It should 
be a heartening thing for you to know that pro- 
fessional courtesy, often such a nuisance to the 
layman, does not deter the frankest of discussions 
in these meetings. 


The question is why did the patient die, and 
was everything done which might possibly have 
been done to prevent death in this particular case? 
Postmortem evidence is produced and evaluated. 
The net result is to increase scientific knowledge 
and insure to future patients a deeper under- 
standing of their sickness and of what should 
and should not be done to bring relief. 


There is, or should be, an analogy between the 
work of the Christian minister and that of the 
Physician. The latter must know anatomy, physi- 
ology, pathology, and innumerable other branches 
Pertaining to normal functions and abnormal 
conditions, which are called disease. The minister, 
or his part, must recognize that all have sinned; 


that the carnal mind is enmity against God; that 
the wages of sin is death and that God has given 
to men everywhere the command to repent and 
to believe on His Son so that they shall not perish 
but have everlasting life. 


Here is a suggestion. At every meeting of 
the Session, prepare a list of those who have died 
within the bounds of the local church during the 
previous three months and, who might be legiti- 
mately considered within the responsibility of 
that particular church. Discuss each case. Ask the 
question, did that man or that woman, or that 
boy or girl die a Christian? If not, was everything 
done which should have been done to bring them 
to Christ? aa? 


This suggestion is made in deepest sincerity. 
The revival we have prayed for has not come. We 
believe that this plan, if carried out by the Ses- 
sions, will do much to promote evangelism and 
win men to Christ. The postmortem examination 
and discussion keeps the physician at his best, for 
the physical welfare of those for whom he is re- 
sponsible. It will not do less for those whose 
obligations have to do with the spiritual. This will 
be putting first things first; it will be putting 
the main emphasis where it belongs and not only 
will preachers, but also the elders, catch a new 
vision of the mission and ministry of the Church. 

—L.N.B. 


Reasonable? — Only To 
Those Who Believe 


One of the characteristics of liberalism is the 
attempt to rationalize the gospel message. One 
definition of this process is “to free from ele- 
ments not in harmony with rational or rational- 
istic principles.” In other words, it is an attempt 
to explain away those elements of the Bible which 
do not conform to the limits of human reason. 





This method produces the so-called higher critic, 
the man who denies or explains away the super- 
natural. The -virus of this deadly process strikes 
at the very heart of Christianity. Eliminate the 
supernatural and one has a god which is not the 
God of the Bible, a god limited by the mind of 
man. 


This is not an academic question, it is vital. 
It is this attack on the supernatural; subtle at 
times, open at others; which denies the miraculous 
in the Bible, including the virgin birth of our 
Lord and which seeks to explain away His 
miracles. 


Those who consider us “divisive” or ‘“‘con- 
tentious” will do well to face the facts. Are men 
within the Church questioning the plenary in- 
spiration of the Scriptures? Is the supernatural 
being questioned? Is the virgin birth being called 
a theory, or even a first century heresy, belief 
in which is not essential? Are the old Testament 
miracles being held to be pious frauds or primitive 
folk lore? Are the miracles of Christ suggested 
to be, in many instances, simply the embellish- 
ments of over-enthusiastic disciples? Yes, it is a 
fact that attacks on the supernatural in the Bible 
are legion. 


Years ago the writer heard Dr. Machen say 
that it is these very records of the supernatural 
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which show us the Bible records are true. God’s 
dealings with man demand that we must accept 
Him by faith; faith in things we cannot explain 
and which we but dimly apprehend. The wisest 
men in the world are still those who approach God 
and His Word with the faith of a little child. 


The philosophical approach avpeals to the in- 
tellect and the pride of man but its results are 
sterile. Paul states clearly that “the natural man 
receiveth not the things of the Spirit of God: for 
they are foolishness unto him: neither can he 
know then, because they are spiritually discerned.” 


The greatest expositor of the Word the writer 
ever heard was an old Confucian scholar who 
was converted to Christianity through the read- 
ing of the Bible. With a finely trained mind and 
a heart filled with God’s Spirit that man studied 
the Scriptures, and, as the years went on, unaided 
(and unhampered) by the writings of modern 
scholars, his preaching was a veritable mine of 
spiritual truths and blessings. Scholarship, worthy 
of the name, is a great blessing to those who 
would learn, but one of the gravest menaces of 
the present-day theological world is that form of 
“scholarship” which attempts to rationalize the 
supernatural and “interpret”? the great doctrines 
of Christianity so that they pass from the realm 
of fact to that of fiction, or pious fraud. 


The preaching of the cross is still foolishness 
to them that perish. The wisdom of this world is 
still foolishness with God. The decision rests 
right there. Shall we be foolish in the eyes of the 
world and accept Christ, and the full implications 
of all that it means? Or, shall we be wise, as the 
world counts wisdom, but fools in God’s sight? 
It is a hard decision but when made it pays divi- 
dends for eternity. “And the world passeth away, 
and the lust thereof: but he that doeth the will 
of God abideth for ever.” —L.N.B. 


Imperatives First 


One of the foundation doctrines of our Church 
is the absolutely lost condition of man aside from 
faith in Christ. We believe that our one hope of 
eternal life is in Him and what He did for us. 
This is, in fact, the very essence of the Gospel. 


Personal salvation is not acquired by birth. It 
is not inherited. It is not produced by education. 
It can never be bought. It is a definite transaction 
in which the individual opens his or her heart to 
God and accepts that which Christ gives thru his 
atoning work on the cross. 


One may wonder why we repeat such an ele- 
mental truth. We do so because we are con- 
strained to believe many in the church have a 
most hazy idea of what it means to be saved. We 
have talked with intelligent men and women who 
seem to think salvation is to be earned; that 
because of what we do in helping others we at- 
tain to the right of heaven. This is a tragic heresy 
which is pleasant to contemplate but deadly in its 
effect. 


With so much yet to be done in instructing and 
indoctrinating our Church membership in the 
things which are imperative, we wonder at the 
time spent in trivialties. Presbyterianism has in 
past generations made good citizens. Men and 


women who know the great doctrines of Calvan. 
istic theology do not have to be instructed in the 
ways of every day living. They have woven into 
the fiber of their lives the very essence of char. 
acter. The reason for this is that these doctrines 
are the doctrines of the Bible. Let us, ministers 
and elders, turn back to the source of Christian 
character and place our emphasis there.—L.N.B. 


A Strange Defense 


In a recent article defending the Proposed Plan 
of Union the Chairman of the General Assembly's 
Permanent Committee on Co-operation and Union 
feels it encumbent upon him to defend the doc. 
trinal delinquency of Dr. Henry Sloan Coffin. In 
this article he writes: “Quoting Dr. Henry Sloan 
Coffin it would be fairer to present his total teach- 
ings and consider its many elements which con- 
tribute to his influence and prominence in the 
U.S.A. Church.” 


We contend that this is a strange defense. In 
his eagerness to make a defense the chairman 
claims for Dr. Coffin more than Dr. Coffin claims 
for himself. It is not unfair to Dr. Coffin for the 
Southern Church to accept what he has tried so 
hard to make known in his books and what hur- 
dreds of responsible men in the U.S.A. Church 
accept as true. The conservative ministers of the 
U.S.A. Church have felt that they could not con- 
scientiously go so far as to try to conceal the fact 
that Dr. Coffin is a doctrinal] delinquent. In no 
way would they endeavor to defend him in fair- 
ness to our Church and be true to their own sense 
of honesty. A prominent minister from the Synod 
of New Jersey has stated: “The best I can say for 
Dr. Coffin is that he is a theist.” A forthright min- 
ister of an influential congregation of the Synod 
of Pennsylvania has stated: “I hope we can do 
something to atone for the terrible mistake our 
Church made in electing Dr. Coffin as our moder- 
ator. The sooner his name disappears from our 
midst, the better our Church will be.’ Another 
minister in the same Synod has stated: “The day 
that our Assembly elected Dr. Coffin as its moder- 
ator was a day of great humiliation to -me. That 
was one day that made me almost ashamed to be 
called a Presbyterian.” Just prior to Dr. Coffin’s 
election, Dr. Samuel G. Craig, an esteemed min- 
ister in the U.S.A. Church, compiled a list of Dr. 
Coffin’s beliefs, quoting his exact words from his 
total teachings that revealed his rejection of evan- 
gelical Christianity, and his lack of harmony with 
Presbyterian standards. This compilation has never 
been refuted. The distinguished editor of “The 
Presbyterian” wrote that he did all in his power 
to keep his Church from electing Dr. Coffin and 
when it did, it gave him a very heavy heart. In the 
light of such honest confessions we repeat: it 1 
certainly strange that the Chairman of the A* 
sembly’s Committee on Co-operation and Union 
should resort to the defense of Dr. Coffin to carry 
his point. We bear him record that he has a zeal 
but not according to knowledge. 


In the light of this strange defense we see & re 
flection of the chairman’s well-known obsessions 
on this subject. He has permitted his prejudice to 
obscure the facts. They have made him_ theo 
logically color-blind. Such a defense as this cer 
tainly tends to weaken our confidence in those 
charged with the solemn responsibility of safe- 
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guarding the doctrinal purity and other vital in- 
terests of our Church. It is small wonder that 
many of our prominent laymen are beginning to 
question the methods employed by the agitators 
for union. Had the chairman been willing to ac- 
cept what everyone else seems to teke as a matter 
of fact, we would be more willing to listen to his 
other arguments. By this unwarranted defense 
the Chairman of this Committee has forfeited his 
right to continue negotiations involving the very 
life and future existence of our Church. 


Many marriages have ended in tragedy because 
one or both parties refused to face facts prior to 
the wedding. It is to be hoped that our Church 
will not be coerced into the proposed matrimonial 
venture only to be disillusioned later. —VJ.R.R. 


Bibliolatry 


The term Bibliolatry primarily means “book 
worship” and is used especially in reference to 
the Bible. The first use of this term of which we 
have any record was applied by Roman Catholic 
leaders to the setting of the authority of the Bible 
above that of the Pope or the Church. More re- 
cently this term has been used in a similar man- 
ner by modernist Protestants, and applied to those 
who believe the Bible to be the Word of God with- 
out mental reservations. 


On one occasion David wrote: “I have never 
seen the righteous forsaken nor his seed begging 
bread.”” We observe that David did not say that 
such a thing has never existed. He did say that he 
had not seen it. In like manner we do not say that 
there is not such a thing as Bibliolatry as applied 
to the Bible, but for our part we have not seen it. 
A few days ago we saw a Christian man take out 
his Bible, open it reverently and say to a group 
of soldiers: “Each time I open this book I feel 
like caressing it.” Had some modernist been 
present he doubtless would have said: “Well, here 
is a case of Bibliolatry. If you have never seen 
one before, behold it now.” This Christian gentle- 
man followed his first statement with these words: 
“I feel each time as I open my Bible that I would 
like to caress it because it is the one book that 
gives me the knowledge of how to be saved and 
puts me in vital touch with my living Saviour.” 
Inasmuch as this is the one book that has been 
used of God for the salvation of the soul and for 
knowledge of Christ we say it is small wonder that 
he had an inclination to caress the book that 
meant more to him than all the books in the world 
put together. Though this is the nearest case to 
Bibliolatry that we have observed, we still contend 
that we have never seen such a case as the mod- 
ernists picture to us. 


_Had the modernist of today been living at the 
time when the 119th Psalm was written, he would 
doubtless have accused the author of being a 
Bibliolatrist. This Psalm is the longest chapter in 
the Bible, consisting of one hundred and seventy- 
six verses. The subject of the entire Psalm is 
nothing less than the praise of the Word of God 
Which endureth forever. The Psalmist apparently 
was not conscious of the sin of Bibliolatry, and 
m seeking to praise God for His Word, He saw 


the need of praising Him for every word. Just 
think of it. Here is a poem consisting of one hun- 
dred and seventy-six verses and in every one of 
these excepting five, there is an explicit reference 
to the Word of God. If appreciation, love and 
obedience to the Word of God constitutes Bib- 
liolatry, then instead of condemning such today 
we should encourage it. Happy is the man who is 
able to say: “I have rejoiced in the way of Thy 
testimonies as much as in all riches.” “I rejoice at 
Thy word as one that findeth great spoil.” “The 
law of Thy mouth is better unto me than thou- 
sands of gold and silver.” “How sweet are Thy 
words unto my taste! Yea, sweeter than honey to 
my mouth.” “I opened wide my mouth and panted, 
for I longed for Thy Commandments.” “Thy 
statutes have been my song in the house of my 
pilgrimage.’”’ Though he might be accused of Bib- 
liolatry, the Psalmist was not ashamed to say: 
“I love Thy precepts.” “I love Thy testimonies ex- 
ceedingly.” “Oh, how love I Thy law!” 


Because the Bible is in a different category 
from all other books it is natural that it should 
be treated differently by Christians. John MacNeil 
once said that critics assert that we should look 
at the Bible just as we look at any other book— 
examine it, dissect it, mutilate it, take what we 
like, and discard the rest. “But,” said he, “we can 
not think of examining the Holy Scripture in the 
same manner as we would any other book. I can 
not any more,” said Dr. MacNeil, “think of look- 
ing at the Bible as I do any other book, than I can 
think of looking at my mother in the same way 
that I look at any other woman. My mother is in 
a class all by herself—sacred and holy. In fact, 
no man can look at his mother as he looks at any 
other woman. So is the Bible to me. It is the 
eternal Word of God. It is different from all other 
books; it is in a class by itself—sacred and holy.” 
The Bible was to Dr. MacNeil his spiritual mother. 
It had a place in his life that no other book could 
ever assume, take or fill. 


True Christians should be not disturbed and 
intimidated by modernists who like to gloat over 
what they call “assured results of modern criti- 
cism” and point their fingers with scorn at be- 
lievers in Christ who accept the Scripture as “God- 
breathed,” and in derision say, “You = guilty 
of Bibliolatry.” -R.R. 





Report Of Major 
W. Calvin Wells 


We have had so many requests for Major W. 
Calvin Wells’ analysis and comments on The Plan 
of Re-union that it is being reprinted. It will now 
be available to all those who will write for it. 
We will supply free to any church enough copies 
for every member of their Session to have one. 
We will appreciate it if in making your request 
you will enclose postage to help with the mailing 
at the rate of one cent per copy. Major Wells 
is a member of the General Assembly’s Permanent 
Committee on Cooperation and Union.—H.B.D. 
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Keeping The Unity While 
Discussing Union 


By Rev. Charles L. King. D.D. 
Moderator 


The tentative draft of the plan for the union 
of the Presbyterian Church in the United States 
(popularly known as the Southern Presbyterian 
Church) and the Presbyterian Church in the 
United States of America (popularly known as the 
Northern Presbyterian Church) is now in_ the 
hands of ministers and clerks of Session. Let it 
be understood by all that this plan is sent out for 
<tudy and for suggestions. The suggestions are 
to be sent to the Stated Clerk of the Assembly 
who will pass them on to the proper Committee. 
The Committee will doubtless use many of the 
suggestions in preparing the completed plan for 
consideration by the Assembly. 


The Moderator would not think it rroper to use 
his position to advance his own views on church 
union. He does think it proper to use his position 
in promoting unity within the denomination while 
the question of church union is being discussed. 
In this spirit he offers a word of caution to the 
brethren for and opposed to union. 


Those in favor of Church union would do well 
to make haste slowly. It has been agreed that no 
vote would be taken until after the war. The close 
of the war need not be the signal for a vote. It 
will be far better to study and discuss and pray 
until the majority in favor of union is overwhelm- 
ing than to secure church union by a lesser vote. 


The cause of union will not be advanced by 
labeling the opponents as reactionaries still under 
the influence of the Civil War. We should thank 
God that there has been so little of this. Any 
is too much. When many good men espouse a po- 
sition there must be some merit in their position. 
When and if union is voted, the majority will 
want the minority to go along. This will be much 
more likely if the majority has always treated the 
minority in a courteous, loving manner. 


The word of caution to those opposed to union 
is that they do not condemn their brethren in 
favor of union as being an agitating minority. 
Changes are usually brought about by an agitation 
of minorities. As to whether those in favor of 
union at this time are a minority or a majority 
no man knoweth. 


One thing is certain, when and if union takes 
place, it will not be by a bare majority. In addition 
to a favorable vote by two Assemblies, three- 
fourths of the eighty-eight Presbyteries must vote 
favorably. If it is supposed that there will be sub- 
stantial minorities in the Presbyteries voting in 
favor of union, the same logic will compel the ad- 
mission that there will be substantial minorities 
favoring union in the dissenting Presbyteries. Add 
these substantial minorities in the dissenting Pres- 
byteries to the majorities in the sixty-six Presby- 
teries and the forced conclusion is that a large 
majority of our Presbyters are at that time in 
favor of union. 


The brethren opposed to union may also take 
comfort in the fact that there are many in favor 
of union who will not so vote until] they are as- 
sured that a larce majority of their brethren are 
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favorable. When and if church union takes place 
it will not take place in a corner. 


Having cautioned the brethren in favor of 
union against using labels, the same caution may 
be given to those opposed to union. On more than 
one occasion some of us have heard the intimation 
that those in favor of union were at heart ip. 
different if not modernistic in theology. We ought 
to thank God that there has not been much of 
this kind of labeling, but any is too much. 


The other Churches of Christendom, the vast 
number of people outside of the churches are 
looking on as the discussions on union proceed, 
God grant that our discussions may be in a spirit 
and manner that will attract rather than repel, 
What is more important, Jesus Christ, the Head 
of the Church is looking on. If those in favor of 
union and those opposed will make their passion 
“What pleases Him,” His will will be done and 
His Kingdom will be advanced. 


The final caution is that we try to keep this 
question of union in proper perspective. It is im- 
portant, very important, but it is not the only 
important question before us at this time. Some 
feel that a more important question is, can Pres- 
byterianism both North and South recover an 
experience of the grace of God that will make it 
a flaming evangel for the cause of Christ. With- 
out this it matters little whether Presbyterianism 
is united or not. With this the right atmosphere 
has been provided for a decision concerning union, 


Let Us Decide The Question Of 
Union With The U.S.A. 
Church Now 


By Tom Glasgow* 


We will all agree that the Southern Church is 
giving valuable time and energy discussing the 
question of Union with the Northern Church. This 
is as it should be, for no more momentous ques- 
tion is before the Church at this time. The Pro- 
ponents of this Union have compiled the proposed 
plan and basis of Union. This Plan is now in the 
hands of our Ministers and Session Clerks. 


Comments, pro and con, analyzing this Plan 
of Union have appeared in our Church papers. 
The Plan itself is the “Majority Report” of our 
Committee. “Minority” members of the Commit- 
tee, voting to submit the Plan for consideration 
by the Church, did so in order that the Church 
might carefully review the proposed Plan but in 
no way thereby did they approve or commen 
the Plan for adoption. Conversation with one 
member of the “Minority” and correspondence 
with two others emphatically declares this fact. 


Among other things, these gentlemen point out 
the apparently deliberate elimination of the 
“Parity of Ruling and Teaching Elders” in the 
proposed Plan of Union. No provision is made m 
the United Church for Ruling Elder participation 
in the Ordaining of officers. This new Plan gives 
this important function to the Ministers only, 
as now exists in the Episcopal Church. This is 8 
very basic change in historic Presbyterian Govern 
ment! The proposed Plan also provides for women 
to hold office in the Church as well as men. This 





Sept. 1944 


THE SOUTHERN PRESBYTERIAN JOURNAL Page 9 





also is a marked departure! Perhaps the most im- 
portant point which these Minority Members cite 
is that altho the Doctrinal Statements of the 
new Plan of Union are virtually unchanged, the 
Leadership of the Northern Church Definitely 
Interprets these vital Doctrines Basically Differ- 
ent from the Beliefs Concerning them Historically 
held by our Church. Interested members of our 
Church should read Maj. Calvin Wells, member of 
our Committee on Co-operation and Union, “Mi- 
nority Report” on this important point! (See The 
Journal, issue of April, 1944, or write to The 
Southern Presbyterian Journal for a copy of this 
report.) 


Prolonged delay in projecting this issue will do 
the Church untold injury! Actually churches in 
some instances are already hesitating to make 
much needed repairs and enlargements, realizing 
that if Union is effected, they will lose the cost 
of these repairs and improvements as well as their 
whole Church property! 


All of this is destructive to future UNITY of 
our Church at a time when our witness as a 
Church is so badly needed. Many Presbyteries 
have already decided that they do not approve 
Union with the U.S.A. Church. We would urge 
all Presbyteries, who are so minded, at their 
coming Fall, Winter or Spring meetings that they 
prepare an overture to the next Assembly, declar- 
ing their desire that we discontinue negotiations 
for Union with the U.S.A. Church. Should twenty 
three or more Presbyteries submit such an over- 
ture, the coming Assembly can and should, upon 
receipt of overtures in excess of Twenty Two, so 
instruct our Committee on Cooperation and Union. 
By the Constitution of our Church, three fourths 
of the Presbyteries must “approve” before Union 
may be effected. Twenty three or more Presby- 
teries, opposing union makes union impossible. 
Should Twenty Three or more so overture it will 
be futile and wantonly injurious to continue the 
present agitation. 


*Elder of the Myers Park Presbyterian Church, 
Charlotte, N. C. 


“The Proposed Plan Of Union” 
By B. W. Crouch* 


_ Under the above caption, Dr. Dunbar H. Ogden 
in his second article (Outlook July 26th) re- 
ferring to the Resolution of Mr. Marques offered 
at the General Assembly to change the Consti- 
tution of the U. S. Church, so that any church or 
Presbytery or Synod not wishing to enter the 
Union could remain out and keep their property, 
says that “threats of withdrawal, open or veiled, 
seem quite unworthy.” He also says that when 
the Plan of Union is adopted “the entire church 
enters the union.” This is true and it means that 
ALL the members enter and likewise that ALL 
the PROPERTY of every individual church, Pres- 
bytery or Synod enters. 


All members and all property will come under 
the constitution of the united church. There is no 
Provision in the proposed Plan for any protection 
to the rights of the members of individual 
churches, Presbyteries or Synods not wishing to 
enter the union and to keep their property, no 


matter how large a majority may be opposed to 
entering. : 

The only way any members of any church or 
Presbytery or Synod can escape union is to with- 
draw from the church. And it follows that they 
lose their property. If 95 per cent of such mem- 
bers desire to remain out and only 5 per cent 
wish to remain in and a dispute arises as to the 
property, under the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States the 5 per cent would 
be awarded the property. 


The “three able lawyers,” to whom Dr. Ogden 
refers as being on the “permanent committee,” 
well know that this is true. 


If it is not true let either or all of them deny it. 


If. the rights of the members of the churches, 
Presbyteries and synods are to be protected, and 
their respective properties are to be protected, let 
it be stipulated in the proposed plan of union that 
if a majority of the members of any church, pres- 
bytery or synod desire to remain out of the union, 
they may do so and keep their respective proper- 
ties. The Concurrent Declaration in the proposed 
plan relating to the property of churches, pres- 
byteries or synods in so far as giving any pro- 
tection to the property of churches, presbyteries 
or synods is meaningless. I will not say that it 
is pure camouflage, though it is calculated to MIS- 
LEAD the average layman who is not familiar 
with the decisions of the Courts relating to such 
matters. 


*Saluda, S. C. 


The Moderator’s Plea 
For Action 


Some of us feel in the depths of our souls that 
our denomination cannot go much further in this 
matter of Evangelism until it has gone deeper. 
The draft of fishes we have been taking is more 
than we had a right to expect from the shallow 
waters in which we have been doing business. 
Until we and our people find our way into a 
deeper experience of God’s grace we shall not 
have much to share with others. 


However, there are some things we can do, 
efforts God has blessed in winning men for Christ 
and His church, efforts which may help us into 
that deeper experience which cannot fail in making 
us Evangelists. 


1. We can during these next weeks leading up 
to October get our prospect list, our prayer list, 
ready. Every Pastor knows from what sources he 
may get these prospects. 


2. We can select those men and women who 
are to pray and work with us in behalf of these 
prospects. 


3. We can arrange for our Communicants class 
leading up to Christmas Sunday. 


4. We can fix on Christmas Sunday as the 
day for the ingathering not only of the young, but 
adults as well. 


5. We can plan our preaching so as to undergird 
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the efforts we and our fellow workers will put 
forth, and furthermore, so as to make being a 
— the most wonderful experience in the 
world. 


6. On New Year’s Day we will fix the last Sun- 
day in March as the next ingathering day and 
work and pray for souls as we did between Oc- 
tober and Christmas Sunday. This does not mean 
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that persons are not to be received on intervenin 
Sundays, but experience has shown that it helps 
to have a day for the drawing of the net. 


These suggestions may strike some as being 
very mechanical, but let us all remember that even 
a poor plan for doing what must be done is better 
than no plan. The important question is not how 
are we going to do it, but are we going to do it? 





Dr. William Crowe Writes About Church Union 
And Church Property 


Talladega, Ala. 
August 12, 1944. 


Dear Dr. Dendy: 


I have been reading the book entitled: “The 
Plan Providing for the Reunion of the Presbyte- 
rian Church in the United States of America and 
the Presbyterian Church in the United States as 
the Presbyterian Church of the United States. 
May, 1943. Issued for Study and Report only. 
Printed for the Use of the General Assembly of 
the Presbyterian Church in the United States. 
Prepared by a Joint Committee Appointed to Draft 
a Constitution for the Reunited Church.” 


It must be an important book, for it has a very 
long title, and is published for free distribution at 
the expense of our General Assembly, though in 
the long run we are paying for it, whether we like 
it or not. It is a volume of 236 pages, which in 
these days of paper shortage testifies to its im- 
portance. The drafting committee has not only 
prepared the document, but seems to have consti- 
tuted itself an organization for putting through 
the plan therein described. I may be misinformed, 
but I do not find any action of the General As- 
sembly authorizing the drafting committee to erect 
itself into a steering committee; but maybe such 
recommendation is somewhere in the minutes. 


By the way, have you read the book? If not, let 
me advise you to do so at once. It incorporates 
the report of the major party in the aforesaid 
committee. (For some queer reason the minority 
has not yet been heard, though the Presbytery of 
Asheville overtured the Assembly that something 
-be done in that direction). The report is idealistic 
and appealing to the casual reader. If all the Pres- 
byterians in the land, regardless of which side of 
the Ohio River they live on, actually indorse the 
agreements reported in this book, and if they 
mean what they say, the consummation of union 
can be had without any difficulty whatever. Aye, 
there’s the rub. 


Now here is something, Doctor, that approaches 
absurdity. If the whole matter were not of such a 
serious nature, one could be mildly amused. It is 
this: the framers of the report are proceeding on 
the presumption that there will not be agreement. 
Therefore they are projecting a method whereby 
opposition to the plan may be met. And what is 
that method? Coercion! And they call that union! 
Therein lies a prophecy of tragedy. They are 
recommending a process for carrying the plan 


through, even though 24 percent of the Presby- 
teries may be opposed. There can be a much 
larger percentage of individual congregations 
throughout the Assembly not desiring to enter 
into the union, and yet subject to this compulsory 
order. The proposal is that under the compelling 
sanction of the civil court the dissenters be de- 
prived of their church property. They seem to be 
saying, hold the property, but let the people go. 
Go where? Anywhere they want to go, provided, 
unless they conform to this order, they surrender 
their real property. Does the committee mean that 
they advocate dispossession, the depriving Chris- 
tian people of their church buildings which they 
had erected with their own hands, or by sacri- 
ficial giving; their one purpose having been the 
glory of God and the redemption of the lost? So 
far as I am able to interpret that item in the re- 
port, that is exactly what they mean. 


In order that you may be sure that I have not 
lost the capacity to tell the truth, I will give here- 
with a paragraph from the book. Here it is: “In 
the case of any actual dispute or litigation relating 
to the property of particular churches, Presby- 
teries or Synods, which before the reunion were 
under the jurisdiction of the Presbyterian Church 
in the United States, the General Assembly of the 
reunited Church agrees not to be a party to such 
litigation, nor to make any deliverance relating 
thereto, unless requested to do so by the Regional 
Synod of Jurisdiction.” If we are headed toward 
a real union of brethren in the Lord, why should 
we have any litigation whatever? 


Somehow it doesn’t make sense. As I read that 
recommendation there are two notions that pre- 
sent themselves to me, as evidently in the mind of 
the drafting committee. Number One is that they 
must be prepared for litigation, for they know 
that there will be lawsuits galore. Number Two is 
that quicker settlements in the civil courts may 
be had by keeping the General Assembly out of it. 


The whole point is that the Church of Jesus 
Christ is advised to appeal to Caesar to settle 
difficulties that arise within the Church concern- 
ing the property of the minority, the action of the 
high authorities within the Church being the 0c- 
casion of every lawsuit. I imagine that Caesar will 
not relish the job. He would doubtless prefer to 
do as his commissioner (Gallio by name) once did 
in the city of Corinth: “And he drave them from 
the judgment seat.” The Apostle Paul (a real 
Presbyterian, by the way), grew vehement over 4 
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like situation, and arraigned a group of church 
members: “I speak to your shame Brother 
goeth to law with brother, and that before un- 
believers. Now therefore there is utterly a fault 
among you, because ye go to law with one an- 
other.” 


The reply of our drafting committee to all this 
is, that according to the Constitution of the 
Church, the Church Court has control of the prop- 
erty within its bounds. Therefore the Church 
Court is invested with authority in cases of ac- 
quisition or disposal of material holdings within 
its area of operation. It is a good law and is for 
the protection of loyal minorities when and where 
factions may arise that threaten the regular pro- 
cedure of Presbyterian groups, whether in a local 
congregation or in a Presbytery. But if I under- 
stand our system, this was never intended to be 
used as a device whereby a Church Court may in- 
vade a congregation of a Presbytery without 
cause; and fidelity to our historic doctrines, plus 
the exercise of individual conscience therein, can 
never constitute a cause. 


Of course, technically, the civil court will prob- 
ably construe the law to mean that the Church 
Court can do what our committee is presuming it 
will do. But technicalities have been used before 
you were born to defeat causes that were per- 
fectly right and just. To quote our learned 
Apostle again: “All things are lawful for me, but 
all things are not expedient.” By that he meant 
that legal sanction and Christian regard for an- 
other’s moral welfare do not always run on pa- 
rallel tracks. If we rest upon the legal right to 
follow the procedure recommended by the com- 
mittee, we will be compelled to face a question 
that will cut deep into our consciences, namely: 
Where will that leave the humble, earnest, de- 
voted, self-sacrificing membership of our churches 
who prefer the status quo? When they erected 
church buildings out of their hard savings, did 
they ever dream that they might be dispossessed? 
Never! Were they warned beforehand of the ex- 
istence of a law whereby their buildings could be 
taken from them? No! Therein lies the tragedy. 
And I want to say to you, Dr. Dendy, that if a 
cold-blooded interpretation of such a law is rati- 
fied in this instance by our Presbyterian Church, 
and our Church permits its use for the purpose of 
defeating the hopes and plans and desires of a 
multitude of stalwart people throughout our As- 
sembly, here is one Presbyterian preacher who will 
bow his head in shame. His grief will be the grief 
of one whose family has already given about 110 
years of pulpit ministry to the Southern Presby- 
terian Church. 


No, Son, it will never do. Some people may call 
that union. I do not, and I hope you do not. It is 
certainly not the kind of union our Lord had in 
mind when He prayed, “That they all may be 
one.” Unctious talk about union, when in the back 
of one’s head there is a plan to apply coercive 
measures to bring it about, is the crackling of 
thorns under a pot. 


Has this kind of a project ever been tried be- 
fore? Let fairly recent history answer. There are 
empty church buildings in various sections of the 
South today that were once occupied by happy 
and fruitful Cumberland congregations, from 
which they were ousted by the application of the 


law mentioned. There are hundreds (probably 
thousands) of people in the Southern Presbyte- 
rian Church now who are there because they were 
dispossessed forty years ago from Cumberland 
places of worship by the application of that law. 
I have had people resent my inviting them even 
to visit my church, when I knew they were not at- 
tending any worship, because the very word Pres- 
byterian was an offense to them, and they did not 
know that my church was not a party to the liqui- 
dation of the Cumberland Church. 


I fear that our drafting committee is laboring 
under the impression that “union” and “unity” 
are synonymous words. They are not. Union con- 
veys the idea of coalition, combination; whereas 
unity suggests spiritual oneness. The first never 
begets the second. Let us never think that church 
union effected by pressure methods can promote 
that which was in the Apostle’s mind when he 
wrote of believers: ““Endeavoring to keep the unity 
of the Spirit in the bond of peace.” The ancient 
Hebrews understood it, and sang: “Behold how 
good and how pleasant it is for brethren to dwell 
together in unity.” 


Is it utterly impossible for us to conceive of a 
unity of believers, world-wide in its binding power, 
the unity of the citizens of the Kingdom of God, 
far above and beyond all ecclesiastical combina- 
tions brought about by the manipulations of men, 
the unity that our Lord mentioned in His prayer 
of intercession? If such is impossible, then we may 
as well continue to fret our heads with the problem 
of organic union, giving secondary place to the 
bigger business of the Kingdom of God. 


Very truly yours, 
William Crowe. 


Wings For The Soul 


THIS I ASK 
Gertrude Nickell Tamplet 


As night fades into day 
And I kneel before Thee, dear Father, 
To pray, 
To ask for light through a path unknown, 


Where I dare not, cannot walk alone, 
Father, hold Thou my hand. 


Help me this day to rightly live, 
Submissive to Thy holy will, 
Loving in thought and kind in deed, 
Ready to see another’s need. 
‘ Should sorrow, loss or suffering 

Be my portion throughout this day, 


May grace be given me to say, 
“Thy will be done.” 


If a word of mine or a smile 
Can gladden a heart all the while, 
O may I not fail to give it; 
And when I kneel again to pray 
At the close of a busy day, 
_ May there be naught to cause regret, 
But the comfort of a day well spent. 
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A Graduate Of 1944 Views The Southern 
Presbyterian College 


By Henry Edds Acklen* 


It is not a sparklingly original philosophical 
observation to state that, “those who control the 
education of youth today will dominate society 
tomorrow.” Perhaps it is an indictment against 
the sluggishness of our mental activity, but be it 
as it may, youth is pretty much what youth is 
educated to believe! 


Nor is it one whit out-of-date to reaffirm the 
infinite truth that man is what man believes. 
The Holy and inspired Word of God declares 
it, and thus for the Christian the matter is fin- 
ished, ““As a man believeth in his heart, so is he.’ 


If it were as easy to realize a fact as it is to 
know a fact, everything would doubtless be alright 
in the realm of Christian Education. Christians 
do not argue the merit of a Christian education; 
but Christians, wallowing in the damning sin of 
indifference, neglect much of what they know by 
failing to realize the extensive cause at stake. 


This graduate from a Southern Presbyterian 
College in 1944 looks back with something of a 
pang of remorse, (but even that finds its best ex- 
pression in a challenge) at the ineffectiveness of 
a college education in preparing one to better 
serve the Church of the Lord Jesus Christ. 


The wailing, begging question smarts its way 
back and fro through the graduate’s mind: “what 
is the purpose of education in a Southern Pres- 
byterian College?” Quickly discounted is any sug- 
gestion that a Church college is in competition 
with state colleges. It has a different field to 
serve; it has, according to all logic, something 
distinctive in its make-up that justifies the 
existence. of a Church-related institution. Is the 
purpose, then, to offer an atmosphere of Chris- 
tian morality that towers over denominational 
lines? That sounds pious and beautifully tolerant; 
it is, as a matter of fact, disgustingly tolerant! 
It is not a difficult matter to detect that those 
who have no clear-ringing testimony on any issue, 
who compromise on every hand, and hush-hush 
matters that might provoke genuine thinking add 
little more than a substantial dose of confusion 
to the ranks of Christendom, while organized, dog- 
matic materialism gives a veneer of authority to 
its position, though positively false, commitments. 
Yes, and to borrow the expression of the man in 
the street, too often does that naturalistic ma- 
terialism “buffalo” the weak-kneed Christian, and 
proceeds to sit undisputed in the classroom of 
Christian colleges sneering from pages of 
“science” books that reek with the exploded, Hell- 
conceived theory of evolution, or behavioristic 
psychology, or pragmatic philosophy, and on down 
the line. A check on the text-books used even in 
nominal Christian institutions is significant! Toler- 
ance? Higher Education? The term “educated 
ignorance” or wilful blindness are more appro- 
priate, but to be accurate the word “modernism” 
is necessary. Woe to the Church that hates the 
Serpent, but will incubate his eggs! 


How often has-the student who tried to adhere 
to the Church’s standards, in the Church’s college 


been told that it is unbecoming to the enlightened 
child of this age to be dogmatic! It is no insult 
to the saints of other communions that a Presby. 
terian believes without reservation in the Re. 
formed Faith, nor should it offend them that 
Presbyterianism is presented in a Presbyterian 
school. This graduate has continually run afoul 
with the concept that there is a clear line of de. 
markation between Presbyterianism and Chris- 
tianity, and this from Presbyterian ministers and 
teachers! The amazement grows. If there is a 
difference, let the child of God quickly flee the 
apostate fold, but if it is understood that Presby- 
terianism and Christianity are one and the same 
thing, then honesty demands’ that such be the 
testimony of its adherents. If a school is not to 
propagate the faith, it seems better to remove 
the label of the faith from the school. Yearly 
graduates go out of Presbyterian schools, and not 
a few out of the Presbyterian Church, for want of 
a definite, systematic creed to meet the onslaught 
of the day. The feverish picture will not be done 
from the writer’s mind: a good professor stand- 
ing in front of the predominantly Presbyterian 
class in a Presbyterian college championing 
Arminianism to the greatest degree, and insisting 
that this was the “simple gospel” as opposed to 
dogmatic Calvinism! Is it a deep mystery that one 
has no choice in the matter, that it is either 
for or against, and that not to be “for” is the 
surest way of advertising that one is against; is 
there any denial more vicious than the refusal to 
affirm! 


In 1948 the only Presbyterian College in the 
largest Synod of the Southern Presbyterian Church 
had some sixteen members in its Pre-Ministerial 
Association. All were Southern Presbyterians. Two 
or three knew that such a book as the Westminster 
Confession of Faith existed. That is no reflection 
on the sincerity of those boys; but it is an indict- 
ment against those whose charge it was to edu- 
cate the future leaders of the Church. “But they 
would get that training in Seminary.” The 
vast majority of Presbyterians do not go to Semi- 
nary, but that does not prove that their ignorance 
of the faith is perfectly acceptable. The Pres- 
byterian Church is not one to be measured ex- 
clusively by its ministers; its health and strength 
are unconditionally measured by the people. The 
Church will be no stronger than its people, and 
the people will not attain beyond their conviction; 
and their conviction is the polishing of their 
Christian experience by a Christian education. If 
conditions be true, what is more pathetic than the 
state of affairs which is progressively rendering 
young Christians unable to give a reason for the 
hope that is within them? The day will come, and 
is not far distant when the young people will be 
conditioned for Church union on the grounds that 
there is possibly a God, and that it will be nice to 
say so. The seed of union is well watered by edu- 
cating young people into spiritual ignorance! Is it 
deliberate? In the college referred to previously 
the administration turned down flat the request 
of seventy-five percent of the student body for an 
elective course in Presbyterianism. The school 
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paper conducted the poll through which the stu- 
dent voice was expressed. It is not an accident 
that there exists no such thing as a Young Cal- 
vinists League among the youths of the several 
Presbyterian Churches; no accident, but signifi- 
cant nevertheless! 


The hope of the Church tomorrow is its youth 
today! No need to tone down the Calvinistic 
creed to attain a greater evangelistic spirit in the 
Church. The creed is not bothering a great num- 
ber anyway. Tone up the educational program, 
and make as the objective a Church which knows 
what it believes and a step has been taken very 
far in the right direction. People who know are 
‘he only ones who will be really, willing, or able 
to help others. The cults that take one point 
of doctrine and emphasize it at the exclusion of 
all other truth are growing—the world wants a 
voice of authority. But the Presbyterian Church 
with its thorough-going Scriptural creed based on 
the only Authority is now busily engaged in rear- 
ing a generation of spiritually ignorant young peo- 





Texts: “What is His name?” Ex. 3:13. “The 
Name of the Lord is a strong tower; the righteous 
tunneth into it and is safe.’ Prov. 18:10. “They 
gh thy name will put their trust in thee.” 
s, 9:10. 


The name of God, in one or more forms, is 
known to millions of human beings. Some know 
it only to profane it; some are utterly indifferent; 
others have a superstitious feeling connected with 
it; some hold it in reverence and regard; while 
the few really try to understand something of its 
full meaning. 


Moses no doubt knew something at least of the 
meaning of God’s name. Yet he asks God to reveal 
it to him more fully, so that when his people say, 
“What is His name?” he can give them an answer. 
So God tells Moses His name, the “I am” hath 
sent me unto you. Here God gives to His servant 
that rich and precious name that is translated 
Lord in our King James Version and as Jehovah 
in the Revised Version. 


I. Let us first of all see what this great name of 
od means. Why is it such a precious name? 
There seems to be at least three beautiful char- 
acteristics of God that are revealed in this name. 


The first is that God is the ever-living One, the 
root meaning of the “I am.” “From everlasting to 
everlasting thou art the same.” 


The second is that God is the God of Revelation, 
of Truth and Faithfulness, the Covenant-keeping 
God. In the Nineteenth Psalm when the God of 
nature is extolled, we have the name “God,” but 
when the abrupt change is made in the seventh 
Verse, and the God of Revelation, of the. Word, is 
spoken of, we have the name Lord. “ 





The Name Of Jehovah 


By Rev. J. H. Parker* 
(Read Ex. 34:4-8) 


ple; yes, and furthermore, in so doing it is rear- 
ing the foodstuff on which the cults are prosper- 
ing. 


Militant Christianity produces conviction; con- 
viction bringeth forth character; and character 
when it has conceived is an expression of the ex- 
tension of the Kingdom of our Lord and Saviour. 
What could be the greatest power-houses of 
militant Christianity today, which could by train- 
ing and inspiration, be sending yearly into the 
Church an element whose chief end is to glorify 
God and to enjoy Him forever are today in the 
eyes of a 1944 graduate, miserable excuses for 
agencies of the Southern Presbyterian Church. It 
was once said of the Reformed Churches that 
“they must educate or die’”—poor, sick, Southern 
Presbyterian Church! God give us a revival; God 
give us a spiritual resurrection, and use us to His 
glory; God, give us an educated, and an educat- 
ing Church in Jesus’ Name. Amen! 


*Denison, Tex. 












The third is brought out very beautifully in 
the Thirty-fourth Chapter of Exodus, Verses 5-7. 
“And the Lord descended in the cloud, and stood 
with him there, and proclaimed the name of the 
Lord (Jehovah). And the Lord passed by him and 
proclaimed The Lord, The Lord God (Jehovah- 
God) merciful and gracious, longsuffering and 
abundant in goodness and truth, keeping mercy 
for thousands, forgiving iniquity and _ trans- 
gression and sin, and that will by no means clear 
a guilty.” Here we have the God of Redeeming 

ove. 


From these and other references we see that at 
least three great truths about God are revealed 
by His name, Jehovah. He is the God of Life and 
Truth and Love. 


His name always stands for His Character and 
we have there three traits of His Character re- 
vealed in His name. 


Il. Why is a God of this kind so precious to us? 
Why is He a Strong Tower? The world we live in 
is so lacking in these three things. 


It is a World of Change and Death. No truer 
words were ever written than these: 


Change and decay in all around I see; 
O Thou who changes not, abide with me. 


Here is the cry of every human heart, for change 
and decay are the two outstanding marks of the 
world. 


Our friends and loved ones do not stay with us 
long. Wealth, pleasures, power, wisdom, which 
seem so enduring, are soon gone. We live in a 





















































Page 14 


THE SOUTHERN PRESBYTERIAN JOURNAL 


Sept. 1944 





world where everything dies or changes or passes 
away. The future is all urcertain and unknown— 
no one knows what a day may bring forth. 


From all this uncertainty and death we can find 
a tower of strength in a God who never changes— 
who never dies—who remains always the same. 
The great “I am” is a Tower of Strength where 
so many things have passed away. 


It is a world of Falsehood. There is so little in 
the world which is really true. When the cynical 
Pilate said, “What is truth?” he was but speaking 
from the world’s standpoint. 


In our social life, so much is sham and pre- 
tense; in our political life, most talk is just “cam- 
paign talk,” nothing is meant by the high-sounding 
phrases and varied promises—they are all scraps 
of paper; in our business life we have only to 
‘listen to advertisements to see falsehood every- 
where; in literature the same is true, and even in 


religion so much is pretense, false teaching, false 
living. 


What a relief to turn to the “God who cannot 
die,” the God who keeps His promises, is faithful 
to His Word, His Covenant with His people, who 
reveals the truth—the truth about Himself, about 
sin, about ourselves, about the Way of Salvation, 
about the Future, whether it be to warn or to com- 
fort us. 


It is a world of selfishness, coldness, or 
hatred. 


What means all the conflicts we have between 
races and classes and nations, but the expression 
of this selfishness and coldness and hatred? Why 
are people always quarrelling and fighting? Is not 
this the spirit of the world? 


To turn from this hatred and coldness to a God 
of Love and Compassion and Forgiveness and 
Mercy, long-suffering in His patience towards 
men, is indeed a relief. 


Now the Changeableness and Falsehood and 
Coldness of the world makes it a weak place to 
live—we have no tower of strength in which to 
hide. All is so unsatisfying that our very souls cry 
out for a tower of refuge, of strength. 


Even natural calamities make us feel this need. 
When the earth shakes beneath our feet; when 
the lightning flashes and the thunder rolls; when 
waves lift our ship as a chip and rock it to and 
fro; when drought or floods come; when pain and 
sickness come upon our bodies; we feel how weak 
and helpless we are and nowhere in this world 
can we find a tower of strength. 


Let us illustrate it by different classes of 
people: 


I see a traveller, weary and worn with the day’s 
journey, lonely, lost, hungry and thirsty. As he is 
almost ready to give up in despair, there suddenly 
appears a house, a tower, a place where he can 
find rest and food and shelter from the heat and 
se storm. What a sigh of relief comes from his 

eart. 


I see a soldier, hard-pressed by the enemy, 


wounded perhaps, ready to drop in his tracks, 
when suddenly a place of shelter, of refuge, is 
seen, a place where he can hide from the bullets 


of the foe, where he can be protected. 


I see a man of the world who has grown w 
and worn in his battle with the world; he is tired 
of such a life; it has brought little to him; where 
can he find refuge for his soul? To such a one if 
he turns to God a refuge can be found. 


I see a sinner, his sins have become a burden, 
his heart is sick; where can he turn for comfort 
and forgiveness and help? He looks to God and 
finds just what he needs. We need a Tower in 
such a world! A place to hide. 


A place to hide from sin which is bearing down 
upon our hearts and consciences. When our sin 
finds us out, as it surely will, sooner or later, we 
must have a place to hide. 


A place to hide from our great enemy, Satan, 
and our lesser enemies, wicked men. These enemies 
are shooting at us all the time. In many ways they 
harass our every step. 


A place to hide from our sorrows and pain for 
these come upon us to vex our bodies and minds 
and souls. 


A place to hide from the storm and wind and 
heat and all that hurts our souls. 


A man shall bea hiding place from the wind, 
a covert from the tempest, the shadow of a great 
rock in a weary land. Who is this Man? There is 
but One, the God-man, the Lord Jesus Christ, the 
Incarnate God of Life and Truth and Love. “I am 
the Way, the truth and the life.” 


Hide me, O my Saviour, hide me, 
In thy Holy Place, 

Resting there beneath thy glory, 
Let me see thy face! 


How many of our most beautiful hymns express 
this longing of our souls! One of the greatest is 
“Jesus Lover Of My Soul’; another, “The Rock 
That Is Higher Than I’; another, “Rock Of Ages 
Cleft For Me Let Me Hide Myself In Thee.” 


III. How can we use such a Tower? Our texts 
tell us how. 


“They that know thy name.” How shall we really 
know this most precious name of God? There will 
have to be a deeper experience than the mere 
knowing of it. We have to come into real com- 
munion and fellowship with Him. “Acquaint thy- 
self with Him and be at peace.” 


To become acquainted with God, we must spend 
some time with Him in prayer; we must read His 
Word, listen to it, for it is His voice. We get to 
know a person by his voice. How often when we 
hear someone, before we see them, we say, “I 
know his voice.” To know the Lord as a God of 
Life and Truth and Love, we will have to spend 
some time in His presence. 


The next step is Trust. “Put their trust in Him.” 
We cannot help trusting someone we know as 
worthy of our trust. 


I have some friends in the world whom I would 
not hesitate to trust with all I have. I do not 
readily trust strangers. They may be worthy of 
— they may not; but I can trust those whom 

now. 


libers 
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The third step is Running. “Runneth in and is 
safe.” We hasten to our place of refuge. This sug- 
gests a certain amount of fear. It is fear which 
makes us “run,” fear and faith and hope. We see 
a place where we can take refuge. 


I am not ashamed of the fact that there are 
some things of which I am afraid. I am afraid of 
myself; of my sin, of the enemy, of the uncer- 
tainties and dangers of life and of the future. 
I confess that I want a place to hide. And I find 
that place of refuge in the Lord. 


The fourth thing is Safety. “And is safe.” No 
power on earth or sky or sea, in Heaven or Hell, 
ean touch us when we are hiding in Him. He has 
the power to protect us in time and in eternity. 
He lives. He is true to His Word. His love sur- 


rounds us, nothing can separate us from that love. 


Let us ask in conclusion: Who are the right- 
eous? “The righteous runneth in and is safe.” 


Not the man who is trusting his own righteous- 
ness. If he were, he would not be “running” to a 
place to hide. 


It is Faith, always and forever, that makes us 
righteous. Faith to fear our own helplessness, faith 
to see and know that the Lord is a place of refuge; 
faith to trust, to fly to it. The righteous run to 
God. This is what makes them righteous—faith to 
trust Him, faith to fly to Him for refuge. 


*Mount Mourne, N. C. 





The “Christ” Of The Federal Council 


By Rev. Robert L. Vining” 


Conservatives shrink from employing the full 
name of the Federal Council, which is the Federal 
Council of the Churches of Christ in America. 
Conservatives shrink from the full name, not be- 
cause it is long and ponderous, but because it is 
misleading. The uninformed person reading that 
title would suppose that the “Christ” in the title 
refers to the living, historic Christ of the Bible. 
Alas, many in the Federal Council believe in ano- 
ther “Christ’’, the Christ of liberal reconstruction. 


The Christ of liberal reconstruction is a Christ 
stripped of the supernatural. Thus many liberals 
deny the virgin birth of Christ, deny that He per- 
formed miracles, deny that He died as a sacrifice 
to satisfy Divine justice, deny that He rose liter- 
ally from the dead. Moreover, liberals regard Jesus 
not as an object of faith, One in whom to believe, 
but as an example of faith, One whose faith in 
God should be imitated. This “Christ” in whom 
liberals believe is not the Christ of the Bible, but 
is a person of their own imagination or recon- 
struction, a person not living, a person unable to 
save from sin. 


_ That many leaders in the Federal Council be- 
lieve in the Christ of liberal reconstruction is 
evident from their writings. We summon to the 
witness stand six men, two former Presidents, two 
staff members, two valued supporters of the 
Federal Council. Had we time and space we could 
summon many more to the witness stand, but the 
views of these men are typical of the Modernism 
that dominates the Federal Council. 


Bishop Francis J. McConnell is a former Presi- 
dent of the Federal Council. In his book, “The 
Christlike God,” Bishop McConnell wrote: “Some 
ardent teachers would almost make him (Christ) 
the first person as did a celebrated Methodist 
theologian who once spoke of Jesus as God Al- 
mighty . . . . Some students can hardly restrain 
their resentment of the tendency to deify Jesus, 
since the tendency seems to rob Him of His su- 
Preme value as a human ideal ... Is not this 
tendency to deify Jesus more heathen than 
Christian? Are we not more truly Christian when 
Wwe cut loose from a heathen propensity and take 


Jesus simply for the character that he was and the 
ideal that He is?” (In “Is The Federal Council 
A Dead Issue?” by Glenna Robbins Post, page 49). 


As over against this shocking denial of the 
deity of the Lord Jesus Christ by a former Presi- 
dent of the Federal Council, let us quote two 
passages from God’s Word. “And Thomas answer- 
ed and said unto Him, My Lord and my God. Jesus 
saith unto him, Thomas, because thou hast seen 
me, thou hast believed: blessed are they that have 
not seen, and yet have believed” (John 20:28f.). 
“For the Father judgeth no man, but hath com- 
mitted all judgment unto the Son: That all men 
should honor the Son, even as they honour the 
Father” (John 5:22f.). 


Another former President of the Federal Coun- 
cil is Dr. Ivan Lee Holt. We are indebted to Mr. 
Alexander Fraser’s brochure, “Inclusivism,” pages 
27f., for the following: “In ‘The Voice’ of Presby- 
terian missionary rally in St. Louis at which Dr. 
Ivan Lee Holt, President of the Federal Council, 
was to give his observations of mission work fol- 
lowing an extended tour of the Orient the pre- 
vious year: ‘Dr. Holt told of a certain dinner in 
Shanghai held in his honor attended by represen- 
tatives of the various missions. He said that when 
he requested those present to tell him just what 
they thought about the kind of missionary message 
required for the future of China, the Director of 
the China Inland Mission stood up and said frankly, 
‘Our message shall be what it has been ever since 
the C. I. M. was founded by Hudson Taylor, the 
simple gospel of salvation through faith in the 
Lord Jesus Christ—nothing more and nothing less.’ 


“A dramatic pause of almost a minute followed, 
of breathless silence, and then Dr. Holt shrugged 
his shoulders and held out his hands in disparaging 
gesture, saying in slow and deliberate fashion, 
‘Well, I don’t think they will get very far or make 
much impression upon the government or people 
of China, if they insist on following that policy.’ 
The speaker then proceeded to laud the work of 
Modernist missionaries, giving the impression that 
wonderful results were being obtained by means 
of the new social gospel of Modernism.” 
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We are indignant that Dr. Holt should speak 
disparagingly of the China Inland Mission which 
has been staunchly loyal to the faith through 
the years, and which God has signally honored. 
It is tragic that Dr. Holt should be impatient with 
the presentation of “‘the simple gospel of salvation 
through faith in the Lord Jesus Christ—nothing 
more and nothing less.” 


Now we turn to staff members of the Federal 
Council. F. Ernest Johnson is the Executive Sec- 
retary of the Department of Research and Educa- 
tion. His service in the Federal Council dates 
back to 1918. 


In his 1940 book, “The Social Gospel Re-examin- 
ed,” Dr. Johnson writes, page 34, “There is no 
system of theology, no system of philosophy, that 
is ‘true no matter what.’” One is reminded of the 
ancient Greek philosopher to whom everything was 
in a state of flux. The apostle Paul queries, “For 
if the trumpet give an uncertain sound, who shall 
prepare himself to the battle?” (1 Cor. 14:8) 


On page 50 there is a shocking reference to the 
birth of our Lord, “The Virgin Birth seems to 
have been originally a heretical doctrine which 
was later adopted because of its polemic value.” 
On what authority Dr. Johnson bases his doctrine 
we do not know. Whatever his authority it was 
a bad one. The Gospels of Matthew and Luke 
were written early. Matthew wrote, “Now the 
birth of Jesus Christ was on this wise: When as 
His mother Mary was espoused to Joseph, before 
they came together, she was found with child of 
the Holy Ghost” (Matt. 1:18). 


Luke 1:34f. reads, “Then said Mary unto the 
angel, How shall this be, seeing I know not a man? 
And the angel answered and said unto her, The 
Holy Ghost shall come upon thee, and the powers 
of the Highest shall overshadow thee: therefore 
also that holy thing which shall be born of thee 
shall be called the Son of God.” 


On page 57 Dr. Johnson suggests that we should 
be wiser than Jesus was in His expection regarding 
the coming of the kingdom of God. “In any case 
I think Schweitzer’s more recent comment on this 
subject is sound: ‘We must take the ethical re- 
ligion of Jesus out of the setting of His world view 
and put it in our own. Whereas he expected 
the kingdom of God to come at the end of the 
world, we must endeavor, under the influence of 
the spirit of his ethical religion, to make the king- 
dom of God a reality in this world by works of 
love.” In other words, Schweitzer believes that 
Jesus made a mistake regarding the coming of the 
kingdom of God, and in this view Dr. Johnson 
concurs. Well, if Jesus made a mistake, then He 
was not omniscient. 


But what say the Scriptures? Our Lord’s dis- 
ciples said to Him, “Now are we sure that thou 
knowest all things, and needest not that any man 
should ask thee: by this we believe that thou comest 
forth from God” (John 16:30). While the Lord 
Jesus sometimes rebuked His disciples or corrected 
them, He permitted this statement as to His omni- 
science to pass unchallenged. 


A second staff member of the Federal Council 
is Dr. Walter Van Kirk, who has been Secretary of 
the Department of International Justice and Good- 
will since 1925. His “Religion Renounces War’ 
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was published in 1934 and is a compilation of 
pacifist views. In the preface he insists that the 
interpretations in the book are strictly his own and 
are not to be construed as the conclusions of the, 
Federal Council for he states, “I am deeply in. 
debted to a number of my colleagues in the Fed. 
eral Council of Churches, including Samuel Mc. 
Crea Cavert, and Henry Smith Leiper, and to my 
former associate, Sidney L. Gulick, for their cour. 
tesy in reading the manuscript and for many val. 
uable suggestions.” 


In the preface Dr. Van Kirk states, “I have en- 
deavored fairly to interpret the peace polices of 
the largest and more influential religious bodies 
in the United States.” The index to the book re. 
veals that the American Unitarian Association is 
quoted eight times, more frequently indeed than 
most denominations. Since the Unitarians are re- 
latively few in number, some 60,000 or so, Dr. 
Van Kirk must have quoted from them because he 
regards them as one of the more influential re- 
ligious bodies in the United States. In this ragard 
we believe he is correct. The leaven of Unitarian- 
ism has permeated denominations far larger than 
the Unitarian Association, and indeed, has gained 
entrance into the Federal Council of Churches, 
although officially the Unitarian Association is 
not as yet a member of the Federal Council. 


On page 22 Dr. Van Kirk writes, “Here is a 
voice from the Unitarian Church and the voice is 
that of Dr. John H. Lathrop: ‘As I understand it, 
the heart of the gospel of Jesus was a new way of 
life which substitutes the positive force of good 
will for the age old reliance upon brute force. 
I believe in this gospel with fanatic ardor, and 
will propagate it under all conditions and circun- 
stances, and in its name will oppose to my utmost 
war of any sort threatened or in process, at any 
cost to myself that such effort may entail. I will 
have nothing to do, even in the remotest way, 
with any war, and I am convinced that the only 
hope of the world lies in the direction of the new 
way of life.” 


Dr. Van Kirk makes no adverse criticism of this 
paragraph. Apparently he is in full sympathy 
with it. Now note that this Unitarian preacher 
represents “the heart of the gospel” as being “the 
positive force of good will,’ which leads to paci- 
fism. Frankly, we have never found pacifism 
taught in Scripture, much less its being the heart 
of the gospel. 


How differently the Bible sounds. ‘Moreover, 
brethren, I declare unto you the gospel which I 
preached unto you, which also ye have received, 
and wherein ye stand; By which also ye are saved, 
if ye keep in memory what I preached unto you, 
unless ye have believed in vain. For I delivered 
unto you first of all that which I also received, 
how that Christ died for our sins according to the 
scriptures; And that he was buried, and that he 
rose again the third day according to the scrip- 
tures” (1 Cor. 15:1-4). 


We turn now to two men active in the affairs 
of the Federal Council, Dr. Harry Emerson Fos- 
dick and Dr. Justin Wroe Nixon. 


Over a period of years Dr. Fosdick has been the 
Federal Council’s leading radio preacher. e 
esteem in which Dr. Fosdick is held by the Federal 
Council is evidenced by the honor accorded him 
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at the fifteenth aniversary of National Religious 
Radio. That historic occasion, according to the 
pooklet, “The Church In The Sky,” “was celebrat- 
ed by a dinner at the Waldorf-Astoria, New York, 
on Monday evening, May 23, 1938, in which the 
participants were tHe National Broadcasting Com- 
pany .-- and the Federal Council of the Churches 
of Christ in America.” Theoretically, fourteen 
of the fifteen ministerial speakers, who had at 
various times broadcast over the radio, were grant- 
ed two minuets each in which to offer remarks— 
they exceeded the limit!—but Dr. Fosdick, who 
was scheduled as the final and climactic speaker, 
was allotted ten minutes. The toastmaster of the 
geasion, in introducing Dr. Fosdick, referred to 
him as “the dean of all the ministers of the air,” 
and (quoting Dr. Leslie Weatherhead) “the great- 
est of living preachers.” 


In January, 1931, Dr. Fosdick preached a sermon 
in the Riverside (Rockefeller) Church, New York 
City, on the theme, “The Peril Of Worshipping 
Jesus.” In an editorial comment the Sunday 
School Times said, “Recently to nearly 3,000 
Dr. Fosdick said, according to the New York Times 
and the New York Herald-Tribune, that when the 
world found it could not dispose of Jesus Christ 
by erucifying him it resorted to a ‘far more subtle 
and fatal way of disposing of great spiritual 
leadership. It worshiped Him.’ ‘Jesus did not 
want this empty adoration,’ the Times says Dr. 
Fosdick declared, and he continued: ‘It is an 
amazing thing that the historic Church has so un- 
animously worshipped Jesus and has so seldom 
stopped to ask what He would think of it. Is it not 
true that most Christians have taken it for grant- 
ed that Jesus would enjoy it, would enjoy being 
praised, sung to, talked about in exalted theolog- 
ical terms? All this, however, is obviously the re- 
flection of our own littleness.’ Over this shocking 
rejection of the person and work of Christ stands 
the Word of God. The Lord Jesus said to His dis- 
ciples: ‘Ye call Me Master and Lord: and ye say 
well; for so I am.’ (John 13:13). When after the 
resurrection, Thomas said to Him, ‘My Lord and 
my God,’ the Lord pronounced a blessing on all 
= would believe in Him without having seen 

im.” 


Dr. Justin W. Nixon has served as a pastor; 
also as professor in the Colgate-Rochester Divinity 
School. The 1938 and 1940 Biennial Reports of 
the Federal Council revealed him serving as Chair- 
man of its Department of Research and Education. 
In addition, he was appointed in 1940 as member 
of an Appraisal Committee, which committee re- 
considered the objectives and the services of the 
Federal Council. 


In his 1980 book, “An Emerging Christian 
Faith,” Dr. Nixon wrote, page 200, “We shall not 
bandy words about ‘the finality of Christ’ nor 
attempt to prejudge the future. The field is 
open for any one at any time to mean more to 
men than Jesus has meant. If any one can give 
Ws a vision of God more satisfying than that of 
Jesus, if he can make God more real and accessi- 
ble, man’s life more rich and abundant, fellowship 
with God and man more intense and expansive 
than Jesus made it, if he can meet the needs of 
the humblest and illumine the dark hours as Jesus 
could not, then he will inaugurate a revolution in 
teligion comparable to that associated with the 
hame of the Nazarene.” 


This is one of the most blasphemous, soul- 
chilling paragraphs that this writer has ever read. 
It is unthinkable that any mortal now living or 
yet to be born could ever surpass the Lord Jesus 
Christ. However meanly Dr. Nixon may think of 
Jesus, the Bible says of Christ: “For in him 
dwelleth all the fulness of the Godhead bodily.” 
(Col. 2:9). Yet Dr. Nixon was chosen as one of 
the five members of an Appraisal Committee to 
determine if the Federal Council of Churches is 
proceeding on the right course! 


“What think ye of Christ? whose son is he?” 
(Matt. 22:42). This is one of the greatest ques- 
tions that man must face and answer. 


We have quoted above the views of Christ held 
by six men prominent in the Federal Council of 
Churches, views more or less Unitarian in char- 
acter. If the Federal Council of Churches were 
truly an evangelical organization, as it has the 
effrontery to allege, it would repudiate these men 
and their views. But these men, representing as 
they do, former Presidents, long-time staff mem- 
bers and valued supporters of the Federal] Council, 
typify the modernism that dominates the Federal 
Council. These men are not at the periphery, but 
at the center of the Federal Council movement. 
The “Christ” of whom they write is the Christ of 
liberal reconstruction, not the living, historic 
Christ of the Bible. 


The apostle Paul has written: “But though we, 
or an angel from heaven, preach any other gospel 
unto you than that which we have preached unto 
you, let him be accursed.” (Gal. 1:8). Inasmuch 
as the Federal Council of Churches has repeatedly 
betrayed the gospel of Jesus Christ, to the loss of 
— souls, we must oppose it with all our 
might. tat 


Since our Southern Presbyterian Church is a 
member of the Federal Council of Churches we 
do well to ponder the question raised long ago by 
Amos: “How can two walk together except they 


be a (Amos 3:3). To ponder, and then to 
act 
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Woman’s Work 


Edited By Mrs. R. T. Faucette* 
Christian Conferences Of Negro Women 
Yesterday - Today And Tomorrow 


By (Mrs. John L.) Florence W. Callaway 


For many years the Presbyterian women of 
the South, inspired by the spirit of Christ, have 
endeavored to reach more efficiently the Negroes 
in our midst. Before the War Between the States 
the Negro children on many plantations were 
taught in the homes of the white people; regular 
preaching was held in their local churches and in 
many white churches the galleries were reserved 
for the Negroes where they heard the best 
preachers the Presbyterian Church offered. 


* The Negro race is religious by nature and many 

of them accepted salvation as offered in the Gos- 
pel and “Born Again” they became heirs of the 
Kingdom. Of many of them it could be said, as 
was engraved on the tomb of a beloved Negro 
nurse by those for whom she had cared: “Born a 
slave; died the child of a King.” 


Later the Negroes were scattered and Christian 
work among them became more and more neg- 
lected. In the necessity of rebuilding our homes 
and churches this great responsibility that was 
peculiarly ours was passed by. 


The cry of their need went up unto God and 
He called a leader, Mrs. W. C. Winsborough. A 
few years after she had so successfully organized 
the white women of our Church into the Auxiliary 
she turned her efforts towards reaching the Negro 
women of the South. She realized their great need 
for better Bible teaching and our need of putting 
these teachings into practice. She thus entered 
upon another venture of faith, inaugurating the 
Bible Conference for Negro Women. It was the 
first work of this kind ever undertaken by any 
denomination. Such was the beginning, but the 
far-reaching influence only eternity will measure. 
Like many other beginnings in both the material 
and spiritual realm, it was viewed with mis- 
givings, and it must be admitted, prejudice on the 
part of some. Only a person of indomitable 
courage, assured of the leading of the Holy Spirit, 
would have overcome such obstacles and attained 
her goal with such tact and wisdom. 


The first conference was held in Tuscaloosa, 
Ala., in September, 1916. Delegates registered 155 
from six states and eight denominations. Sponsor- 
ed by the Synodical Auxiliary of Alabama and 
meeting with great success the conference has 
met annually ever since. Other Synodicals, in- 
spired by the reports of the delegates returning 
to their home towns, set up similar conferences, 
thus reaching a larger number of women. In 1927 
there were fifteen conferences reported in as 
many Synods. Since then some Synodicals found 
it wise to unite, so in 1944 there were held eight 
conferences. In addition to those eight, there was 
held in Greenville, S. C., the.-Eighth Annual Four 


Day Conference, and at Prairie View State Col. 
lege, Prairie View, Tex., the Religious Seminar 
for Senior Students of that College. The Seminar 
was held March 13-15, 1944. Each of these con. 
ferences, with the exception of the Greenville 
Conference, is under the direction of the Synod. 
ical Auxiliary within the bounds of which the con. 
ference is held. The Greenville (S. C.) Conference 
is directed locally, although some delegates from 
nearby communities attend one or more sessions, 


The women who gather in this manner are, for 
the most part, earnest seekers after the truth as 
revealed in God’s Word and eager to learn better 
methods of healthful living. By personal testimony 
and by letter many bear witness to the benefits 
received and put into practice many of the sug- 
gestions for Christian work. Many one-day confer. 
ences are conducted in their home churches, 
weekly Bible Classes established and Daily Vacs 
tion Bible Schools set up for the children. Nun- 
bers of delegates return to succeeding conferences 
and secure a certificate for completing the three 
year course of study. More and more, competent 
Negro leaders are used as instructors and serve 
on the Program Committee. 


The blessings resulting from these conferences 
have been to both races, enabling each to see in 
the other qualities they little knew and breaking 
down barriers that should not exist. As director 
for the first ten years of Appalachia Conference 
I can testify that of all Christian work it has been 
my privilege to share in, this is the dearest to my 
heart. The contacts there have wrought great 
changes in my way of thinking and effaced 
prejudices that were unChristlike. I have been 
guided through many difficulties by the wise 
counsel of Dr. Sam Glasgow. 


The registration fees usually paid the expenses 
and if not the Synodical met the deficiency. At 
an early date it was discovered that the delegates 
thought the leaders benefited in these registra 
tion fees, not being able to realize that the white 
women would give so glady of their time from 
purely Christian love. What a rebuke to our lack 
of interest in the past! 


Two years ago the Woman’s Auxiliary secured 
the services of Miss Louise Miller as field worker 
to organize and train the Negro women of the 
Presbyterian Church, U. S. Her work has been 
most efficient and a hearty response has beet 
given by them. She is confronted by many diff 
culties because of the widely scattered churches, 
but by untiring efforts in visiting these sm 
groups she has effected better organizations ™ 
local Auxiliaries and has them grouped into four 
Presbyterials. The presidents of these Presby 
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terials attended Montreat Training School the 
last two years. 


At Stillman during the last week in August will 
be conducted the first Auxiliary Training School 
for Negro Women throughout the Assembly. Miss 
Janie McGaughey and her corps of. helpers will be 
in charge. Other conferences, one for preachers 
in May, and Young People in the summer, indi- 
cate we are waking up to our unlimited oppor- 
tunity to witness for Christ to those ten million 
in our midst. Be it said with humiliation that our 
Church has failed to meet this obligation in the 
past. 


Now the most discussed subjects are peace and 
post-war problems. We, as Christians, know that 
the only sure foundation for a lasting peace is 
Christ. We must use our influence wisely and well. 
He alone can insure peace in the hearts of men. 
The greatest problem perhaps we of the South 
will encounter is a racial one. In meeting this 
Christians of both races must be the leavening 
power. Justice and brotherly kindness must pre- 
vail. In all doubtful issues may we ask, “What 
would Jesus do or say?” and find our answer in 
His love and teachings. Thus and only thus can 
we of America help to build a new order on the 
lasting foundations that the Church of God has 
heralded through the ages. 


We believe that the spirit of co-operation and 
better understanding fostered by these Christian 
Conferences of Negro Women will be a great in- 
fluence in solving justly many of the issues that 
arise. As we face these problems may we ask each 
morning, as did George Washington Carver: 


“Lord, what will you have me to do today?” 
(Mrs. John L.) Florence W. Callaway. 


*Chattanooga, Tenn. 


Don’t You Want To 
Share? 


To the members of the Woman’s Auxiliary 
Training School at Montreat, N. C., there was 
given the privilege of sharing in a fund to make 
possible a car for Dr. Nettie Grier and Miss Lucy 
Grier in their service as doctor and nurse at Mon- 
treat. The suggestion for making possible to these 
beloved friends a car so much needed in their 
errands of mercy all over the hills of Montreat 
came from some members of the Woman’s Aux- 
iliary Training School. The idea was presented at 
the closing evening session, and about $200.00 
has been given for this purpose. Much more is 
needed, and we believe the making known of this 
love-project is all that will be necessary to you 
who will read this notice and have not yet had 
opportunity to make a contribution for this cause. 
If you do want to make a love gift, send your 
offering, small or large, to the Committee on Wo- 
man’s Work. We hope to be able to report soon 
that your gifts have made possible the car for 
“Aunt Nettie” Grier and “Miss Lucy.” 


Don’t you want to share? 


—Committee on Woman’s Work. 





“THEY TWO” 


’ Cain and Abel—Two Worshippers. It is very 
important to worship. It is more important to 
worship in a way pleasing to God. 


These two men came to worship. They brought 
their offerings. With one man and his offerings 
God was pleased; with the other man and his offer- 
ing God was not pleased. Why? 


Partly, perhaps, because of the character of the 
men. One was righteous, the other not. One con- 
fessed his sin, and forgiven and cleansed stood 
before his Maker; the other with unconfessed and 
unforgiven sin was rejected. 


Partly, too, because of their attitudes. The one 
came “by faith’; the other in unbelief. Just why 


Cain came is not clear, but he evidently had not 
“Saving Faith.” 


Mostly, I am sure, because of the nature of 
their offerings, for the so:t of offering revealed 
the character and attitude of the worshipper. The 
one brought a thank offering, with no recognition 
of sin and atonement; the other brought a bloody 


offering, recognizing the need of the blood atone- 
ment : 


We have these two classes of people who try to 
worship God today. There are those who reject the 
idea of the “Precious Blood” and try to worship 
without cleansing, without Saving Faith, without 
a Redeemer. The Bible is very plain on this point. 
“Without shedding of blood there is no remission 
of sins.” “When I see the blood, I will pass over 
you.” “Christ our Passover, is sacrificed for us.” 


Two ways stretch out before us: the way of 
Pride, Unbelief, Self-righteousness; the way of 
Repentance, Faith, Blood. Will it be the Way of 
Cain or the Way of Abel for us? —P.P.P. 


>_> + oo 


So great has been the demand for the folder, 
“SPARROW-SOLDIER-SAILOR,” by Rev. Wm. C. 
Robinson, D.D., that we have had five printings 
of five thousand each. Twenty five thousand have 
been sent out. Other orders have come for this 
folder and we have had to write that our supply 
was exhausted. In answer to several very urgent 
requests we have just placed an order for another 
printing of five thousand. These are now avail- 
able at one dollar per hundred or fifteen cents 
per dozen. Stamps acceptable for small amounts. 
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Young People’s Department 


Edited By Rev. W. G. Foster 


YOUNG PEOPLE’S EMPHASIS FOR OCTOBER 
Missions And The South 


Since the Scopes Evolution Trial in 1925 the 
heart of the South has been known as “The Bible 
Belt.” This term has been applied in ridicule by 
liberals over the country, but today we in the 
South have a great opportunity to show what real 
Bible believers can do and to once and for all 
stop the mouths of the scoffers. 


Since the war began thousands upon thousands 
of people have come from all parts of our nation 
to work in the war plants and manufacturing in- 
dustries of our Southland. Of these who have 
come many are not Christian, whole families live 
in small trailers, far too many of them are mak- 
ing big money and spending it for liquor, gamb- 
ling, and vice of all kinds, and most of them give 
practically no thought at all to God and His 
Church. For years we of “The Bible Belt’ have 
made high claims about what the Bible can do for 
people and to people, and now the world has 
moved into our backyard and we have a chance 
to show what kind of people the Bible and the 
Christ of the Bible can make when people really 
take their task seriously. 


It is all too true that the term “Bible Belt” has 
been only derision and not real description. We 
have neglected the Bible and taken it for granted 
as much as anybody else anywhere else, but the 
present challenge should call us to take our Bib- 
lical faith seriously and make our Southland a 
proving ground where we can show the world 
what our faith can do. To do this we must take 
missions in the South seriously. To this end we 
have for our emphasis this month, “Missions in 
the South.” 


October is a five Sunday month. Let’s take five 
topics that will outline missions in the South from 
our Lord’s command to evangelize through our 
own hearts and on out into the missions now oper- 
mgd by our Church and on to those that ought 
to be. 


. The Job We Have To Do In Missions. 

. The Springs Of Missionary Action. 

. The Missionary Opportunity Of A Lifetime. 
. Getting A Hold Where It Counts. 

. Is Yours A “Plus” Religion? 


First Sunday: The Job We Have 
To Do In Missions. 


Introduction 


The writers of the New Testament describe the 
Church of Jesus Christ as the body of Christ, with 
Christ Himself as the Head and every believer in 
Christ as a part of His body. (I. Cor. 12:12; 
Eph. 1:22-23). In my body and in yours the head 
tells the hands and feet what to do and directs 
them in doing it. So long as they obey the head 
we get along well. So in missions. Christ must tell 
us what we are to do, how we are to do it, and 


direct us while we are doing it. As long as we 
obey the Head we shall get along all right, but as 
soon as we listen to somebody else tell us what 
we should try to do in missions we are going to 
get into trouble. So let’s listen to Christ as Hy 
tells us what our missionary job is. 


Scripture Lesson 
Matthew 28:16-20 


. The Authority For Christian Missions: Al] 
Power. Verse 18. 

. The Field Of Christian Missions: All Nations, 
Verse 19. 

. The Message Of Christian Missions: All Things, 
Verse 20a. 

. The Assurance In Christian Missions: Always 
Present. Verse 20b. 


Points To Keep In Mind 


1. What is our task in missions? Three kinds of 
work come to us out of our Scripture lesson. 
“Baptizing them,” that means making disciples of 
them or evangelizing them. “‘Teaching them,” that 
reminds us that once a man becomes a disciple he 
is not through but just beginning, that he is now 
a learner and must be educated in the Christian 
way. “To observe all things,” that is the final end 
of all education, in fact it is the acid test of edu- 
cation, training a person in the way to put what 
he has in his mind and heart to work in his life 
and _ service. Evangelism, education, Christian 
training—this is our three-fold missionary task. 


2. Who must do the job? Missions are not first of 
all a part of the program of the Church that we 
must support. Missions spring up within the heart 
of the individual believer. Missions are like a rock 
that you throw into the water and the ripples flow 
out in never-ending circles that reach to the 
farthermost banks of the waterways of the earth. 
So when one soul meets Christ that soul has to 
tell someone else, and that is the initial start that 
must reach to the ends of the earth. Let’s take a 
look at it in the New Testament. 


a. The early Christians had been told by the Lord 
to go to the ends of the earth with the Gospel 
when the Spirit came into power, but they did not 
go until they became frightened over the perse 
cution that arose over Stephen’s death. But when 
they fled they went everywhere preaching the 
Gospel. (Acts 8:4). This was personal witness on 
the part of each Christian. 


b. Paul established a church at Ephesus in Asia 
Minor. Later the Apostle John was bishop there 
at that church. Still later John was exiled to the 
Isle Patmos and he wrote back to the Church at 
Ephesus and he included letters to six other 
churches. Get a map and look up the location of 
these seven cities in which there were churches. 
(The list is in Revelation 1:11). You will notice 
that the six cities are spread out fan-wise 
around Ephesus. This local church had evangel 
the surrounding community and _ establish 
churches. This is the way local churches should do. 
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ec. Our Presbyterian Church is organized into 
Synods that follow state lines with two excep- 
tions, and Presbyteries that have clearly defined 
boundaries, and every Synod and Presbytery has 
3 Home Mission Committee that is responsible 
for work that needs to be done in its area. 


d. The General Assembly has a Home Mission 
Committee that looks after work all over the 
South that needs to be done. 


Here then is the picture. When you really be- 
lieve in Jesus Christ you want to tell the whole 
world. You then witness for Him wherever you go 
personally. You reach out into the communities 
surrounding your own through the work of your 
own local church. But you do not stop there, for 
through your Presbytery’s Committee and through 
the Assembly’s Committee you can reach out into 
all parts of the South. You see the Church is not 
a program to support, it is a channel by which 
you can touch and witness to the countless lives 
that you want to reach and could not otherwise. 


Suggested Program 


Hymn: “Jesus Saves.” 

Scripture Lesson: (Introduce with introduction to 
this program). 

Prayer. 

Hymn: “I Love To Tell The Story.” 

Leader’s Introduction: (See introduction above 
for monthly emphasis). 

Takk 1: “What Is The Task Of Missions?” (See 
Point 1 above). 

Talk 2: “The Church Mission Program My Oppor- 
tunity.” (See Point 2 and subheads above). 
Discussion: Do I have a greater interest in and 
responsibility to missions when I realize that the 
Church does not hand me a program to support 
- - opportunity to touch other lives over the 

uth? 


Second Sunday: The Springs 
Of Missionary Action. 


Introduction 


We Americans are used to freedom. We want 
to be left alone to do as we please. When anyone 
comes along and tries to tell us what we can do 
and what we can not do there is something that 
just rises up inside us and says: “Oh yeah, says 
who?” And because this is true we not only do 
hot want anyone messing in our business, but we 
also hesitate to tell anyone else lest we be accused 
of meddling. 


In the spiritual realm we often hear people 
say: “We are all going to the same place, and 
one man’s religion is as good as another’s. Leave 
them alone.” But we do not ever follow this 
policy when we have something good. When a girl 
meets a good-looking boy and dates him she can’t 
Wait to tell her girl friend all about the new heart- 
beat. When my wife turns out a good cake on a 
hew recipe she keeps the wires hot until she has 
told all of her gang about it. Now when we hear 
the “Good News,” which is what the Gospel is, 
and truly meet Christ and fall in love with Him 
it is just as natural to pass on the fact. And the 
fact that people without Christ need Him so des- 
Perately only stirs us to be more faithful in tell- 


ing the story. Let’s look at a passage of Scripture - 


that explains our great desire to pass on the good 
news and that sets forth for us the desperate con- 
dition of those out of Christ. 


Scripture Lesson 
Romans 1:13-20 


1. The Gospel Responsibility. Verses 13-15. 
a. Obligated to pass it on. Verses 13-14. 
b. Willing to pass it on. Verse 15. 


2. The Gospel Content. Verses 16-17. 
a. Power of God. 
b. Salvation of God. 
ce. Righteousness of God. 


3. The Guilty World. Verses 18-20. 
a. Wrath of God revealed against them. 
Verse 18. 
b. World without excuse before God. 
Verses 19-20. 


Points To Be Kept In Mind 


1. What is a definition of missions? Glover, au- 
thor of one of the best books on missions that has 
been written, defines missions this way: “Christian 
missions is the proclamation of the Gospel to the 
unconverted everywhere according to the com- 
mand of Christ.” The one that I like best was 
handed in to me at a young people’s conference a 
few years ago by a girl from Knoxville Presby- 
tery. She said: “Christian missions is spreading 
the Word of God to people with whom we come in 
contact, with whom we could come in contact if 
we cared, and with whom we should come in con- 
tact.” By personal evangelism we can be mis- 
sionaries to those with whom we rub elbows day 
by day. Through the Church we can come in con- 
tact with peoples over our South and in other 
parts of the earth if we care to, but then there is 
always more to do and we ought to be looking out 
to new fields where we can take the Gospel] for 
the first time. 


2. Why should we be missionaries and send out 
missionaries? We are not thinking right now about 
backward peoples in foreign lands where their 
temporal condition might appeal to us, but we are 
talking about the people in our own Southland. 
Why should we go to them? Two classes of mo- 
tives cause us to go: 


a. The condition of those without Christ: 


Many people point to the breakdown of 
morals in our country and the resultant wavé 
of juvenile delinquency and crime, and since 
most of this comes from ‘young people who 
are not in Sunday School they tell us we 
must reach these to save the moral founda- 
tions of our land. This is true but it is not 
the motive for missions. Uthers point to the 
growing unrest caused by race prejudice, so- 
cial maladjustment, and economic inequalities 
and tell us that we must get Christ enthroned 
to bridge the gap and make one out of the 
two issues at conflict. This is true but it is 
not the motive for our missionary efforts. 
The real motive that must lie behind our 
missionary effort is the desire to be used of 
God to seek and save the lost. All men out 
of Christ, whoever they are and wherever 
they are, are lost. God says of them that 
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they are “alienated from the life of God” 
(Eph. 4:17-19); “enemies of God by wicked 
works”. (Col. 1:21); “children of disobedi- 
ence” (Eph. 2:2); “children of wrath” 
(Eph. 2:3); and “without Christ, having no 
hope, and without God” (Eph. 2:12). All 
men out of Christ are sinners and have come 
short of the glory of God, and the wages of 
sin is death. But God has one way of salva- 
tion in Christ, neither is there salvation in 
any other. (Romans 3:23; 6:23; Acts 4:12). 
The condition of people out of Christ as 
dead in sin and separated from God forever, 
while we have God’s only way of salvation 
in the Gospel, must surely move every true 
believer to missionary action. 


b. Our relation to Christ: 

1) Appreciation: We were not born in 
darkest Africa but grew up in a Christian 
land and came to know the Christ who loved 
us and gave Himself for us that we might 
have everlasting life. Appreciation and grat- 
itude for His providence and salvation should 
move us to action. 


2) Loyalty: When we received the Lord 
Jesus Christ we became members of His 
army and we now bear His name. Loyalty to 
Him should move us to obey Him and make 
Him known among men. 


3) Love: He loved us so much that He died 
for us, and when we really receive Him we 
love Him too. If we do not we do not know 
Him. But love is of no real value unless it 
expresses itself practically by doing the 
things that please Him. Spreading the Gos- 
pel is the thing that pleases Him most, so if 
we love Him we will be missionaries. 


The lost condition of people outside Christ will 
move us to missionary activity if we really appre- 
ciate the Gospel and love the Christ who died for 
us. As C. T. Studd used to say: “If Jesus Christ 
be God and died for me, then no sacrifice can be 
too great for me to make for Him.” That is the 
missionary spirit that we need today. 


Suggested Program 


Hymn: “We’ve A Story To Tell To The Nations.” 

Scripture Lesson. 

Prayer. 

Hymn: “Rescue The Perishing.” 

Leader’s Introduction: (See idea outlined in in- 
troduction to this program). 

Talk 1: “The Definition Of Christian Missions.” 
(See No. 1 above). 

Talk 2: “Some Missionary Motives.” (See No. 2 
above). 

Discussion: Do the things that Paul said in Ro- 

mans, Chapter 1, apply to the heathen in Africa? 

to the unreached Negros in our South? to the 

many Americans who never go to church? to 

those who attend church and Sunday School but 

have never received Christ? 


Third Sunday: The Missionary 
Opportunity Of A Lifetime. 


Introduction 


Thousands ef uprooted families are living in 


trailer camps throughout our Southland. Not go 
long ago one of our Presbyterian home missiop. 
aries was visiting in one of these camps to gee 
about opening up some work there. On one of his 
visits a small boy came up to him and said: “Say, 
mister, does Jesus ever come out to a trailor 
camp?” Thousands of men and women, boys and 
girls are living in these camps and communities 
in the defense areas of our South, but Christ wil] 
not be going into those areas unless you and | 
take Him there. 


Scripture Lesson 
Luke 16:1-3 - John 20:21 


Three things that were true of the seventy 
when Jesus sent them out into their home land of 
Israel and Judea are still true of us today: 

1. Jesus sends disciples to prepare the way for 
His coming. Verse 1. 

2. The need is great and disciples must be much 
in prayer about who is to be sent. Verse 2 


3. Each disciple must go in the way assigned 
him by His Lord. Verse 3. 


Suggestions 


During this month as many of your group as 
possibly can should read the Home Mission Study 
Booklet, “So Many People,” by Dr. James _L. 
Fowle. This can be purchased from the Richmond 
Committee, or perhaps you can borrow a copy 
from the Auxiliary in your Church. On this third 
Sunday night it would be a good idea to use this 
Scripture Lesson to remind us of our respons 
bility and then use Chapter 1, “Uprooted And 
Dislocated Peoples Of The South,” in Dr. Fowle’: 
book, to see what our opportunity is. 


Suggested Program 


Hymn: “O Master Let Me Walk With Thee.” 

Introduction by Leader: (Introduce program with 
story told in introduction to this third Sunday). 

Scripture Lesson: With three points called to at 
tention of group. 

Prayer. 

Talk No. 1: “The New South.” (From Capter 1 in 
Fowle’s Book). 

Talk No. 2: “The Story Of Dislocated Peoples.” 
(From Fowle’s Book). 

= yy 3: “The Cause And Cure.” (From Fowle’s 

ook). 
Talk No. 4: “Where Do We Fit In?” 


Fourth Sunday: Getting A Hold 
Where It Counts. 


Introduction 


The glory of the democratic way of life is not 
that the majority rules, but that the minority has 
rights and privileges that the majority protect. 
Nobody in America may agree with what you say, 
but everybody should defend your right to say It. 
We believe in equality of opportunity for all, and 
all must work for that equality. 


But throughout our Southland there are some 
minority groups that really do not have all the 
opportunities that equality must bring, and much 
of their lack comes from our indifference and 
prejudices. We must win these people. to Christ. 
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First, because they are persons for whom Christ 
died; and, second, because only as we seek to win 
them for Christ can we enfold them in that love 
that will dissolve our differences and make for 
equality without which democracy must fail. 


In the last program we were thinking about 
new emergencies that have risen because of the 
war, but our work with these minorities is some- 
thing that was here long before the war and will 
he here long after it is over. If we are really inter- 
ested in doing a real work for Christ and our 
country we can use the means that our Church 
provides to get hold of these folks in a lasting 
way that counts and keeps on counting. 


Scripture Lesson 
Luke 10:25-37 


This discussion began with a question about 
eternal life and ended with a question about a 
night’s hotel bill. So must all the truth that we 
know about God be brought down into our every- 
day, routine affairs. And the answer that Jesus 
gave to this question was a story about a man who 
belonged to the hated minority in Judea of that 
day, and Jesus set that man up as a picture of 
what a Christian ought to be practically. Here is 
His description: 


1.A Christian Has A Heart That Feels: Com- 
passion. Verse 33. 


2. A Christian Is One Who Has A Hand That 
Helps: Service. Verse 34. 


3. A Christian Is One Whose Service Is Personal 
And Thorough. Verses 35-37. 


Suggestions 


Use Chapter 2 in Fowle’s Book, referred to above, 
on “The Minority Peoples Of The South.” 


Suggested Program 


Hymn: “In Christ There Is No East Or West.” 
Scripture Lesson: Luke 10:25-37. 


yer. 
“Where Cross The Crowded Ways Of 


leader’s Introduction: (Use Fourth Sunday intro- 
duction above). 

Talks: Have one on each of the groups—Jew, In- 

dian, Negro, Oriental, Mexican, and Foreign Lan- 


~- Group, using material in Chapter 2, Fowle’s 
ook. 


Fifth Sunday: Is Yours A 
Plus Religion? 


Introduction 


We young people often feel that the whole of 
religion consists in merely supporting the program 
of the Church as handed down. We must be 
faithful and loyal to the Church’s program, and 
yet we must never forget that we are not only 
the supporters of the Church’s program but we 
are also the creators of the Church’s program. We 
mist never be satisfied with simply carrying on 
What has been started in the past, that is the 
east we can do, but we must also seek to find 
New opportunities and open up new work. Ours 


must be a plus faith, carrying on faithfully what 
has been begun in the past and adding to it our 
own fresh work. 


Scripture Lesson 
Matthew 5:17-20 


a. Unfolding Revelation. Verse 17. 
b. Final Authority. Verses 18-19. 
c. Progressive Experience. Verse 20. 


God did not reveal all of His person and work at 
one time, but through the centuries of Uld Testa- 
ment time God unfolded more and more of Him- 
self. Then in Christ God completely fulfilled all 
that had been written and brought to full com- 
pletion everything that had been incomplete. That 
which was first was not untrue and wrong, but 
merely incomplete and preparatory. In Christ God 
spoke with completeness and finality. Christ is the 
Truth. In every day and age men must take the 
truth of Christ that has come down from the past 
and move on toward knowing Him and making 
Him known more fully. We must add something 
to the understanding and achievements of the 
past. 


Suggestions 


Let’s go back to the girl’s definition of missions. 
Christian missions is spreading the Word of God 
to those with whom we come in contact, with whom 
we could come in contact if we cared, and with 
whom we should come in contact. So far this 
month we have been talking about the folks that 
we could come in contact with if we really cared 
enough to support our Church’s program. Our 
Church is in contact by means of its workers, and 
we can contact them by supporting them with our 
prayers and gifts. But what of those whom we 
“should reach?” Those people out of Christ that 
are not in contact with any Gospel message. It is 
up to us to reach them. We must not only support 
those contacts already made, but we should survey 
our community and find some place that needs the 
Gospel and then find some way to carry the Gos- 
pel to them. The missionary commands of the 
New Testament are: Look at the fields white unto 
harvest, pray ye the Lord of the harvest, send 
laborers into the fields, go ye. How about obeying 
these four commands in the neighborhood of your 
Church? 


Suggested Program 


Hymn: “TI’ll Go Where You Want Me To Go.” 
Scripture Lesson: Matthew 5:17-20. 
Leader’s Comment: (As above with lesson). 
Prayer for Guidance. 
Talks: (From sections in Fowle’s Book, Chap. 5). 
“The Wonder Of His Person.” 
“The Wonder Of His Power.” 
“The Wonder Of His Purpose.” 


Discussion: 


1. Have we been as faithful as we should in 
maintaining the program of our Church? 


2. What can we do to add some work of our 
own to what we are now doing? 


Hymn: “Lead On O King Eternal.” 
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Sabbath Observance 


By Rev. R. D. Bedinger, D.D.* 


Isaiah 58:13-14: “If thou turn away thy foot 
from the Sabbath, from doing thy pleasure on my 
holy day: and call the Sabbath a delight, the holy 
of the Lord, honourable; and shalt honour Him, 
not doing thine own ways, nor finding thine own 
pleasures, nor speaking thine own words: then 
shalt thou delight thyself in the Lord; and I will 
cause thee to ride upon the high places of the 
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ertion. Some people salve their consciences by 
leaving off secular affairs and think that they are 
at liberty to sleep most of the day, lounge about 
the house or garden, wander around the farm or 
town; simply idle and waste away the day. A 
young man once said to me: “When I work hard 
six days out of seven, until 11:00 o’clock Satur- 
day night, I think I ought to be able to do as I 
please on the Sabbath.” We did not argue with 
him, but read to him the words of our text. On 
God’s day there is place for neither idleness nor 
laziness. There is no real rest in either. 


Il. Worship. Sabbath observance was command- 
ed not only to secure rest from “worldly employ- 
ments and recreations,” but also it was designed 
for the proper worship of Almighty God, the 
studying and teaching of His word, and the 
bringing of the.soul under the influence of heaven- 
ly things, unseen and eternal. Hence we find such 
expressions as these in our text: “Calling the Sab- 
bath a delight”; “the holy of the Lord”; “honour- 
able’; “delighting oneself in the Lord.” God is to 
be the special object of our thoughts, words and 
actions. But the Christian Sabbath was also de- 
signed to commemorate the resurrection of Jesus 
Christ. Therefore, there should be a recognition 
of Him and His redeeming work in the worship 
and exercises of the day. “It is the day in which 
He is to be worshipped, thanked and praised; in 
which men are to be called upon to accept His 
offers of grace, and to rejoice in the hope of His 
salvation. It is therefore a day of joy. It is utterly 
incongruous to make it a day of gloom or fasting.” 


Qur Catechism says that we are to spend the 
“whole time in the public and private exercises of 
God’s worship.” The Bible does not say how many 
times one should attend church services on the 
Sabbath. It does indicate that a part of each Sab- 
bath should be given to public worship. Jesus 
never neglected the weekly worship of God in the 
Synagogue. Good men in ancient times entered, 
on the Sabbath day, into the House of God with 
praise and prayer. The Law, the Psalms, and the 
Prophets, were read in the Synagogue every Sab- 
bath day. They esteemed “a day in His courts as 
better than a thousand.” Their souls “longed, yea, 
even fainted, for the courts of the Lord.” “Their 
heart and their flesh cried out for the living God.” 
Therefore, God was with them “as a sun and a 
shield.” He gave them “grace and glory” and 
withheld from them “no good thing.” In a similar 
manner the early Christians called the Sabbath 
a delight, the holy of the Lord, honourable.” 
hey continued in fellowship, in prayer, in the 
breaking of bread. They sang songs and spiritual 


hymns, They prophesied, taught the Scriptures, 


took up collections. What was their privilege and 
duty should be ours. 


But there is private worship as well. Family 
Worship and that of the closet are the duties of 
all Christian families and individuals every day. 
Self-examination, religious meditation, thinking of 
the perfections and works of God, of the character 
of Christ, and the wonders of His redemption, the 
reading of the Bible and devotional books are aids 
to the proper worship of God. But we are hindered 
and interrupted in these exercises during the week 
&ys; hence on the Sabbath a solemn pause is 
made in the business of life; we are withdrawn 


from all our worldly pursuits, so that we may 
have time to cultivate more earnestly our souls 
and those of our children. Every moment of the 
Sabbath should be seized, anxiously husbanded, as 
a golden opportunity for the performance of all 
fad duties of our public and private worship of 


III. Service. In a sense the public and private 
worship of God is service to Him. But there are 
other ways of serving God, namely, by “works of 
necessity and mercy.” What are works of neces- 
sity? “Such as could not be foreseen, nor provided 
the day before, nor delayed till the day after the 
Sabbath.” There is a vast difference between ne- 
cessity and personal convenience. It may become 
necessary to consult a physician or secure a pre- 
scription at the drug store on the Sabbath. But to 
use a physician or a drug store on the Sabbath 
because we do not wish to lose time on a week 
day; or for the drug store to sell all other com- 
modities, cannot be classed as works of necessity. 


What are works of mercy? Christ said: “The 
Sabbath was made for man, and not man for the 
Sabbath.” In application to the law of the Sabbath 
Christ twice quoted Hosea 6:6: “I desired mercy 
and not sacrifice; and the knowledge of God more 
than burnt offering.’’ Here then is a general prin- 
ciple, as Dr. Hodge says: “That it is right to do 
on the Sabbath whatever mercy or a due regard 
to the comfort or welfare of ourselves or others 
requires to be done.” In general we state the 
works of mercy as: the moderate refreshment of 
our bodies; visiting the sick, preparing and ad- 
ministering remedies for them; doing personal 
work or seeking the lost; striving to win back 
careless and indifferent church members; feeding 
our cattle, preserving their lives if in danger; 
caring for the poor, and making collections for 
the poor and the various activities of the Church. 


IV. The rewards for such Sabbath Observance. 
We shall mention them without elaboration. 


1. A sense of peace, happiness, bodily and men- 
tal refreshment. “Then shalt thou delight thyself 
in the Lord.” 


2. Exaltation. “I will cause thee to ride upon 
the high places of the earth.” Victory over ene- 
mies; freedom from false systems of worship. 


3. Prosperity. “I will feed thee with the heritage 
of Jacob thy father.” Abundance of spiritual food. 
Assurance of final security. , 


V. The Confirmation. “For the mouth of the 
Lord hath spoken it.” It was not Isaiah speaking. 
He was merely the mouth-piece. It was God who 
spoke. He is faithful. He will not deceive. He will 
do what He has promised. 


*Sermon preached before Asheville Presbytery: 
Summer Meeting, Montreat, N. C., July 18, 1944.- 
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Ship Stories Of The Bible 


The Ship That Weathered The World’s Worst Storm 
By Rev. W. Twyman Williams, D.D.* 


It may well be called the world’s worst storm, 
for in it perished the entire population of the 
earth except one family. But was there ever 
such a storm? 


The record of it in Genesis settles that question. 
There was, for the Bible says so, and the Word 
of God can be depended upon whether it is Old 


Testament or New Testament, Genesis or the — 


Gospels, the writings of Moses or the words of the 
Christ. Unfortunately, however, not even all 
Presbyterians nowadays stand by the plain state- 
ment of their Confession of Faith that “a Chris- 
tian believes to be true whatsoever is reveled in 
the Word, for the authority of God Himself speak- 
ing therein.” So it may be well to say that if we 
are not going to believe there ever was such a 
flood as Genesis describes, we have some other 
records to reject besides the Bible. 


For instance, there is in the literature of other 
ancient peoples than the Hebrews an amazing 
amount of testimony—call it tradition, if you wish 
—concerning a flood that all but wiped out the 
human race. Some of this literature is older than 
Genesis. Accounts of a flood so devastating that 
it is called THE flood have been found in the 
ancient writings of Chaldeans, Persians, Greeks, 
Hindus, Chinese, Aztecs, and in the written tradi- 
tions of many other peoples as widely separated as 
the Crees of the Arctie Circle and the Polynesians 
of the South Pacific. Indeed, the archaeologist, 
Francois Lenormant, says that the tradition of 
the Flood is all but universal, his researches find- 
ing no trace of it only in Afriea. One wonders, 
however, whether even so prodigious a scholar as 
Lenormant knew all the traditions of all the Af- 
rican tribes. 


What other explanation of the universality and 
antiquity of the belief that the Deluge really 
happened can there be than “the ineradicable re- 
membrance of a real and terrible event?” And 
this event must have happened very early in the 
history of the race, since the story could be thus 
carried from the original cradle of mankind in 
Asia to Europe and the Americas and the islands 
of the Pacific. 


There are accounts of the Flood much older, 
as was stated just now, than the Genesis account. 
Excavations at Nineveh unearthed remains of the 
royal library of Assurbanipal, King of Assyria in 
the seventh century B. C., and among the tablets 
were three sets copied from an original in the 
“ree library at Erech, the date of which has 

een set by competent archaelogists as not later 
than the seventeenth century B. C., some three 
centuries before Moses. But from their study of 
these three copies, archaeologists have concluded 
that the original in the library at Erech was itself 
a copy from a still more ancient record, which 
should thus be one of the most ancient records in 


existence, dating back to not much later than the 
time of the Flood. 


In this Babylonian account there is much that 
is polytheistic and grotesque, and there are dif. 
ferences from the Genesis account in details, but 
there is agreement as to the fact that a mighty 
deluge destroyed all the human race but a favored 
few who were saved in a ship built by divine 
command and specifications, and that this flood 
was a divine judgment upon mankind for their in. 
corrigible sinfulness. 


Here is far too much of historical record of the 
facts of the Flood to be lightly rejected, especially 
when it is confirmed by another record which is 
written in the earth itself, the record of geology. 


That a terrible catastrophe like that of the Flood 
is not beyond geographical probability is abur- 
dantly evidenced by facts. Any textbook of Geo- 
logy will afford examples, found in many parts of 
the world, of the subsidence and the upheaval of 
large areas of the earth’s surface. Some of these 
disturbances were in the dateless past, some in his 
toric time, some are still going on. Such sub- 
sidence and upheaval of the earth’s surface might 
cause a tremendous flood over vast regions. Note 
this very significant statement by the geologist, 
Hugh Miller. After describing what he calls a re 
markable part of Asia and of bordering Eastern 
Europe, in which there are large areas of land and 
seas like the Caspian below ocean level, he says: 
“Were a trench-like strip of country communi- 
cating between the Caspian and the Gulf of Fin- 
land to be depressed beneath the level of the lat- 
ter, it would so open the fountains of the great 
deep as to lay under water an extensive and pop- 
ulous region ... Nor is it unworthy of remark that 
part of this peculiar region forms no inconsider- 
able portion of the great recognized centre of the 
human family.” 


Here is a geologist using almost the very lan- 
guage of Genesis, “open the fountains of the great 
deep.” This, he says, is a geological possibility. 
“All the fountains of the great deep were broken 
up,” says Genesis. How else than by what geology 
says has often happened gradually and sometimes 
suddenly, the sinking or the elevation of part of 
the surface of the earth? 


If at the time Noah lived, the human race had 
not yet scattered far and wide over the earth— 
and that is stated a little fvrther on in the Genesis 
record—but was concentrated in that very patt 
of Asia in which there are still inland seas an 
land areas below ocean level, then the subsidence 
of a portion of that region eight hundred feet 
less would have been enough, surely with forty 
days of downpour of rain, to drown al] its iD 
habitants, float the ark onto the Ararat range of 
mountains, and leave what is found in the vicinity 
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of Kiev, great masses of beach worn gravel and 
snd that are six hundred feet above present sea- 
level. 


But the geological record goes further than to 
make it a possibility that such a flood might have 
ocurred. It proves that a mighty deluge did occur 
right where Noah lived. |. 


In 1879 Dr. J. Monroe Gibson wrote his fine 
hook, “The Ages Before Moses.” Citing the fact 
that geology shows plenty of evidence of a flood 
of cataclysmic proportions, Dr. Gibson added: 
“t do not know how it is in the immediate region 
where the Flood is supposed to have been. I do 
not know whether geologists have explored it 
sficiently.”” Probably they had not done so sixty- 
five years ago, but now they have. 


In 1929 Dr. (later Sir) Leonard Wooley of the 
british Museum, acting in cooperation with scien- 
tists from the University of Pennsylvania, had ex- 
vations made at Ur of the Chaldees. The digg- 
ing went down deep through remains of successive 
tivilizations till suddenly and unexpectedly it 
came to a deposit of clean, water-laid clay. Through 
this clay, eight feet in depth, the digging was 
continued, and beneath it were found remains of 
a still earlier civilization, one which had been in 
existence when the clay was swept over it and 
buried it eight feet deep. The water necessary to 
ly such a thickness of deposit must have been so 
great in volume that it could not have come from 
any river overflow. Dr. Woolley therefore con- 
duded that the only possible explanation of his 
discovery was the Flood of Genesis. For a year 
longer he continued his excavations, and at the 
end he said that his conclusion was abundantly 
confirmed. Wing Commander P. J. Wiseman, 
RAF., an archaeologist before he became an 
aviator, in his book, “New Discoveries in Baby- 
lonia About Genesis,” calls Dr. Woolley’s findings 
= most remarkable evidences of the 

00 99 


So it did happen, that world’s worst storm, worst 
beeause most fatal, destroying as it did all but 
‘single family of mankind. Now then, what about 
the ship that weathered the storm and brought 
Noah and his family safely through it? 


Unbelievers have had their good time laughing 
at Noah’s ark as an impossibility. To enjoy their 
laugh they have to ignore, or perhaps they just 
do not know, certain well-established facts, just 
& people who reject the Genesis record of the 
Flood do so in the face of plain records of history 


‘and of geology. 


For it is a fact that in the Seventeenth Century 


there were in the Dutch Navy quite a number of 


vessels called Noah’s Arks, because they were 
built according to the proportions of the Ark as 
given in Genesis, only smaller by three-fifths. Peo- 
Dle laughed at the first one as it was being built 
by one Pieter Jansen, but when it was launched 
it proved capable of more cargo by a third than 
thips of the same size but of the customary pro- 
portions could carry. Besides, it handled as easily 
and sailed faster. These ships ceased to be built 
during the renewed war with Spain in 1621, be- 
tause they were not well adapted to carry cannon 


or to sustain cannon-fire. You may read all about 
this in “A Compendium Of Universal History,” 
by George Horn, Professor of History in the Uni- 
versity of Leyden. 


That was three hundred years ago, you say? 
Well, some much more up-to-date facts are ignored 
y+ not known by those who laugh at Noah’s 


When attention was called to the fact that the 
then famous ocean liners, the Lusitania and the 
Mauretania, had reproduced Noah’s Ark in form, 
proportion, and dimension, an editorial of The 
New York Times of June 28, 1909, had this to 
say: 


“The Society of Naval Architects and Marine 
Engineers would do well not to accept the 
model found in toy boxes as au- 
thentic ... The investigators of some thou- 
sands of years have not demolished Noah’s 
fame or proved the story of his voyaging 
false ... His boat was built for carrying ca- 
pacity, not for speed; it rode the waters 
nobly ... and reached its destination ... The 
naval architects and marine engineers should 
remember him as a plain, unpretentious man, 
equal to a great emergency, and put his name 
among their honorary members, though we 
doubt, if he were living, that he would regard 
it as an honor. Whence came his wisdom and 
marvellous skill?” 


Difficulties? Yes, but most of them from mis- 
understanding what is stated in Genesis. It is not 
necessary, for instance, to understand that the 
Flood covered the whole earth, till the Rockies in 
America, the Alps in Europe, the Himalayas in 
Asia, were submerged. Not even Verse 19 of 
Chapter 7 of Genesis must necessarily be taken 
in such a sense. Careful reading of this chapter 
forcefully gives the impression that it is the ae- 
count of an eye-witness. So when he says, “All 
the high hills that were under the whole heaven 
were covered,” he is describing the scene as it 
looked to him. What he saw was that all the high 
hills within the horizon before him had dis- 
appeared beneath the water. 


But the animals? Well, since Genesis does not 
explicitly assert that pairs of all the animals in 
the whole world were taken into the Ark, which 
could not have contained them for all its enormous 
estimated capacity of from 1,500,000 to 3,000,000 
cubie feet; and since Genesis does not use lan- 
guage that necessarily implies the submerging of 
more than the comparatively small part of the 
earth then inhabited, there is no insuperable diffi- 
culty about the animals. 


A greater difficulty is the one which some peo- 
ple find in the question: “How could a God of 
goodness and of love not only permit to come 
upon mankind but inflict upon mankind -such a 
catastrophe, bringing horrible death to helpless 
men, women, and children?” But this is a diffi- 
culty by no means limited to the Genesis account 
of the Flood. Terrible things are happening all 
the time, and our generation has seen more than 
its share of them. How can a God of goodness and 
of love inflict such suffering or allow it to come 
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upon the world? The plain fact is that He does, 
and yet the plain fact, too, is that He loves the 
world. His Son upon the cross to bear the sins of 
the world is forever the proof positive of that. 


And there you have the word that is the best 
answer to this difficulty—sins. The Genesis record 
takes particular care to show how great were the 
sins of the generation destroyed by the Flood. 
“God saw that the wickedness of man was great 
in the earth, and that every imagination of the 
‘thoughts of his heart was only evil continually.” 
(6:5). “God looked upon the earth, and, behold, 
it was corrupt; for all flesh had corrupted his way 
‘upen the earth.” (6:12). The more we grasp the 
significance of these statements, realize how far 
the world of Noah’s day had gone in sin, the more 
we can see the reason why God. acted in judgment 
so awful. 


Here is the great concern for us in this first 
ship story of the Bible. It may well be doubted 
whether there ever was a day in all the centuries 
since the Flood in which sin has been taken more 
lightly, and nowadays even in the Church. When 
sin comes close to us in the form of wrong done to 
us, we see it in something of its ugliness and hate- 
fulness and deadliness. But otherwise we are in- 
clined to look at sin with little moral indignation 
as we see it in others and with less condemnation 
as we see it in ourselves. We sorely need to see it 
more as God sees it, and as this record of His 
judgment upon it in the Flood is here in His Word 
to help us to see it. And how does God see it, 
your sin and mine? He tells us, “this abominable 
thing that I hate” (Jer. 44:4), the thing He will 
therefore judge in strict, stern righteousness. 


Of this solemn fact, significantly the Flood is 
cited as warning by our Lord, who was the very 
embodiment and expression of the love of God. 
He said: “As the days of Noah were, so shall also 
the coming of the Son of man be. For as in the 
days that were before the flood they were eating 
and drinking, marrying and giving in marriage, 
until the day that Noah entered into the ark, and 
knew not until the flood came, and took them all 
away; so shall also the coming of the Son of man 
be.” (Matt. 24:37-39). The judgment of God, on 
our Lord’s own word, is to strike this world again 
and strike hard, not in a flood, as God has prom- 
ised and as every rainbow reminds, but in fire. 


In his Second Epistle, Peter twice repeats the 
Same warning: “If God ... spared not the old 
world, but saved Noah the eighth person, a 
‘preacher of righteousness, bringing in the flood 
upon the world of the ungodly ... the Lord 
knoweth how to deliver the godly out of tempta- 
tions, and to reserve the unjust unto the day of 
judgment to be punished.” (2:4-9). “The. world 
‘that then was, being overflowed with water, per- 
ished: but the heavens and the earth, which are 
‘now, by the same word are kept in store, reserved 
unto fire against the day of judgment and perdi- 
tion of ungodly men” (3:6,7). 


Let us not forget this clear warning of God’s 
inevitable judgment which sin is to bring upon this 
world, as once before that judgment came in the 


days of Noah. Let us not forget another thing 
that concerns us in the story of the Flood. 


Before God acted in that awful judgment, He 
had grieved over the men and women whose gins 
were making it inevitable. “It grieved him at his 
heart,” is the simple, moving statement of Genesis 
(6:6). So by the life and testimony of Noah, He 
had sought to win them from their sins. For one 
hundred and twenty years He gave them the o 
portunity to turn to Him in repentance, as they 
witnessed Noah’s godly life, heard his warning of 
the coming judgment, and finally saw him build. 
ing the great ship which would be the only place 
of safety when the Flood came. And yet not one 
of them, not even those who helped him build the 
ark—for it is unlikely that he and his three sons 
could have built. it alone—not one man or woman 
outside his own family would heed the warning 
and seek the way of escape from doom. 


Ominous indeed this makes our Lord’s words: 
“As it was in the days of Noah, s0 also shall the 
coming of the Son of man be.” 


Worse than foolish, those people of long ago, 
shall we say, and then forget it? If we do, we 
shall be more foolish than they. For not by one 
man and his family, but by thousands of witnesses; 
not by an ark, built by men, but by the Church 
which God has purchased and the Son of God has 
founded at the cost of His own blood; not alone 
by preachers of the Gospel, but by the Holy Spirit, 
seeking the conscience and the heart of men in 
spite of their oft-repeated quenching and grieving 
Him; by His Spirit, through the Church and the 
Christians who bear faithful witness to the one 
Gospel of our salvation, God is calling us and “all 
men everywhere to repent, because He hath ap- 
pointed a day in the which He will judge the 
world in righteousness by that man whom He hath 
ordained, whereof He hath given assurance unto 
all men, in that He hath raised him from the 
dead.” (Acts 17:30,31). 


How near, how distant, is that day? No man 
nor angel, so our Lord has plainly said, knows the 
answer to that question. But this He would have 
us know: “Be not ignorant of this one thing, that 
one day is with the Lord as a thousand years, and 
a thousand years as one day. The Lord is not 
slack concerning his promise, as some men count 
slackness; but is longsuffering to us-ward, not 
willing that any should perish, but that all should 
come to repentance. But the day of the Lord will 
come as a thief in the night; in the which the hea- 
vens shall pass away with a great noise, and the 
elements shall melt with fervent heat, the 
also and the works that are therein shall be burn 
ed up. Seeing then that, all these. things shall be 
dissolved, what manner of persons ought ye to be 
in all holy conversation and godliness, looking for 
and hasting unto the coming of the day of 
God? ... Wherefore, beloved, seeing that ye look 
for such things, be diligent that ye may be found 
of Him in peace, without spot, and_ blameless.’ 
(II. Peter 3:8-14). 
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